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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  regulatory  documents  having  general 
applicability  and  legal  effect  most  of  which 
are  keyed  to  and  codified  in  the  Code  of 
FedereU  Regulatiorts,  which  is  published  under 
50  titles  pursuant  to  44  U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold  by 
the  SuperinterKlent  of  D<xuments.  Prices  of 
new  books  are  listed  in  the  first  FEDERAL 
REGISTER  issue  of  each  week. 


OFFICE  OF  PERSONNEL 
MANAGEMENT 

5  CFR  Part  531 

Pay  Under  the  General  Schedule 

CFR  Correction 

In  title  5  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  parts  1  to  699,  revised  as  of 
January  1, 1993,  on  p.  284,  in  §  531.202, 
paragraph  (b)  was  inadvertently 
removed  and  replaced  with  the  text 
from  paragraph  (b)  of  §  531.203.  The 
correct  paragraph  (b)  is  reinstated  as 
follows: 

§531.202  Definitions. 
***** 

(b)  "Agency"  has  the  meaning  given 
that  word  by  section  5102  of  title  5, 
United  States  Code. 

***** 

BItUNG  CODE  1505-01-D 


5  CFR  Part  575 

Recruitment  and  Relocation  Bonuses; 
Retention  Allowances;  Supervisory 
Differentials 

CFR  Correction 

In  title  5  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  parts  1  to  699,  revised  as  of 
January  1, 1993,  on  p.  489,  in  §  575.201, 
in  the  first  line,  "This  subpart  provns” 
is  corrected  to  read  "This  subpart 
provides  regulations”. 

BIUJNG  CODE  150S-01-0 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND 
HUMAN  SERVICES 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 

21  CFR  Part  520 

Oral  Dosage  Form  New  Animal  Drugs; 
Phenylbutazone  Paste 

AGENCY:  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
HHS. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  is  amending  the 
animal  drug  regulations  to  reflect 
approval  of  a  new  animal  drug 
application  (NADA)  filed  by  Luitpold 
Pharmaceuticals,  Inc.  The  NADA 
provides  for  a  "me-too"  oral  use  of 
phenylbutazone  paste  in  horses  for 
relief  of  inflammatory  conditions 
associated  with  the  musculoskeletal 
system. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  24, 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Sandra  K.  Woods,  Center  for  Veterinary 
Medicine  (HFV-114),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  7500  Standish  PI., 
Rockville,  MD  20855,  301-295-0617. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Luitpold 
Pharmaceuticals,  Inc.,  One  Luitpold  Dr., 
Shirley,  NY  11967,  filed  NADA  140-958 
which  provides  for  a  "me-too”  oral  use 
of  phenylbutazone  paste  in  horses  for 
relief  of  inflammatory  conditions 
associated  with  the  musculoskeletal 
system.  The  drug  product  consists  of  a 
calibrated  plastic  syringe  containing  12 
grams  (g)  of  phenylbutazone  in  60  g  of 
paste  or  6  g  of  phenylbutazone  in  30  g 
of  paste.  The  drug  is  administered  at  a 
rate  of  1  to  2  g  of  phenylbutazone  per 
500  pounds  of  body  weight,  not  to 
exceed  4  g  daily.  The  NADA  is 
approved  as  of  May  14, 1993,  and  21 
CFR  520.1720c  is  amended  to  reflect  the 
approval.  The  basis  for  approval  is 
discussed  in  the  freedom  of  information 
summary. 

In  accordance  with  the  freedom  of 
information  provisions  of  part  20  (21 
CFR  part  20)  and  §  514..11(e)(2)(iil(21 
CFR  514.11(e)(2)(ii)),  a  summary  of 
safety  and  effectiveness  data  and 
information  submitted  to  support 
approval  of  this  application  may  be  seen 
in  the  Dockets  Management  Branch 
(HFA-305),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  rm.  1-23, 12420 
Parklawn  Dr.,  Rockville,  MD  20857, 


between  9  a.m.  and  4  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Friday. 

Under  section  512(c)(2)(F)(ii)  of  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act 
(21  U.S.C.  360b(c)(2)(F)(ii)),  this 
approval  does  not  qualify  for  marketing 
exclusivity  because  the  application  does 
not  contain  reports  of  new  clinical  or 
field  investigations  (other  than 
bioequivalence)  essential  to  the 
approval  and  conducted  or  sponsored 
by  the  applicant.  This  approval  of  the 
phenylbutazone  paste  is  based  on  the 
demonstration  of  its  bioequivalence 
with  a  product  finalized  under  the  Drug 
Efficacy  Study  Implementation  program. 

The  agency  has  carefully  considered 
the  potential  environmental  effects  of 
this  action.  FDA  has  concluded  that  the 
action  will  not  have  a  significant  impact 
on  the  human  environment,  and  that  an 
environmental  impact  statement  is  not 
required.  The  agency's  finding  of  no 
significant  impact  and  the  evidence 
supporting  that  finding,  contained  in  an 
environmental  assessment,  may  be  seen 
in  the  Dockets  Management  Branch 
(address  above)  between  9  a.m.  and  4 
p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday. 

List  of  Subjects  in  21  CFR  Part  520 

Animal  drugs. 

Therefore,  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  and  under 
authority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs  and  redelegated  to 
the  Center  for  Veterinary  Medicine,  21 
CFR  part  520  is  amended  as  follows: 

PART  520— ORAL  DOSAGE  FORM 
NEW  ANIMAL  DRUGS 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  21  CFR^ 
part  520  continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  Sec.  512  of  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (21  U.S.C.  360b). 

§  520.1720c  [Amended] 

2.  Section  520.1720c  Phenylbutazone 
paste  is  amended  in  paragraph  (b)  by 
adding  "010797  and”  before  "017220”. 

Dated:  May  14, 1993. 

Richard  H.  Teske, 

Acting  Director,  Center  for  Veterinary 
Medicine. 

(FR  Doc  93-12144  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am) 
BILUNO  CODE  41M-01-f 
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POSTAL  SERVICE 
39  CFR  Part  20 

International  Customized  Mail  Service 

AGENCY:  Postal  Service. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Postal  Service,  after 
considering  the  comments  submitted  in 
response  to  its  request  in  57  FR  30651 
for  comments  on  interim  regulations 
implementing  International  Customized 
Mail  (ICM)  service,  hereby  gives  notice 
tliat  it  is  adopting  the  interim 
regulations  on  a  permanent  basis. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  12:01  a.m..  May  21, 

1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Rainer  K.  Hengst,  (202)  268-6095, 
or  Mr.  John  F.  Alepa,  (202)  268-2650. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  July 
10, 1992,  the  Postal  Service  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  a  document 
adopting  interim  regulations 
implementing  International  Customized 
Mail  (ICM)  service  (57  FR  30651).  Under 
the  interim  regulations,  which  are 
contained  in  Section  290  of  the 
International  Mail  Manual  (IMM),  the 
Postal  Service  offers  ICM  service  only  to 
customers  satisfying  specified 
minimum-volume  and  mail-origin 
qualifying  criteria.  To  qualify  for  ICM 
service,  a  customer  must  be  capable  of 
annually  tendering  at  least  one  million 
poimds  of  international  mail  or  paying 
at  least  two  million  dollars  in 
international  postage  to  the  Postal 
Service,  and  of  tendering  all  of  its  mail 
to  the  Postal  Service  from  a  single 
location. 

Both  the  Postal  Service’s  existing 
customers  and  customers  of  other 
services  providers  can  qualify  for  ICM 
service.  The  particular  service  features 
and  postage  rate  applicable  to  an 
individual  qualifying  mailer  are 
determined  through  negotiation 
between  the  Postal  Service  and  the 
mailer  and  set  forth  in  a  service 
agreement.  IMM  290  is  designed  to 
provide  the  Postal  Service  with  the 
ability  to  provide  customer-specific 
service  offerings  at  rates  that  comply 
with  all  of  the  statutory  requirements 
that  apply  to  international  postal  rates.*^ 

The  Postal  Service  requested 
comments  on  the  interim  regulations  by 
August  10, 1992.  The  six  comments 
received  by  that  date  were  submitted  by 
a  large  delivery  company,  a  trade 
association  of  the  Postal  ^rvice’s 
competitors  in  the  expedited  delivery 
services  industry,  a  letter  shop,  a 
sponsor  of  seminars  in  foreign 
countries,  a  foreign  postal 
administration,  and  a  large  publisher. 


The  delivery  company  and  the  trade 
association  objected  to  the  interim 
regulations  for  a  number  of  reasons, 
most  notably  on  the  ground  that  the 
Postal  Service  is  not  authorized  to 
negotiate  rates  with  individual  mailers. 

In  contrast,  the  other  four  commenters 
expressed  support  for  the  new  service, 
although  the  letter  shop  requested  that 
the  qualifying  criteria  ^  relaxed. 

In  reviewing  the  interim  regulations, 
the  Postal  Service  has  carefully 
considered  each  of  the  comments 
received  and  has  also  taken  into  account 
its  experience  to  date  in  providing  ICM 
service.  Based  on  that  review,  the  Postal 
Service  has  decided  to  implement  IMM 
290  on  a  permanent  basis.  (This  final 
rule  represents  the  current  text  of  IMM 
290.  The  numbering  of  the  July  10, 1992 
(57  FR  30651)  interim  rule  text  has  been 
changed  to  conform  with  the  numbering 
of  current  IMM  290.  Section  290.32  of 
the  interim  rule  is  29.3.k  of  the  final 
rule). 

I.  The  Postal  Service's  Authority  to 
Offer  ICM  Service 

As  noted  above,  two  of  the 
commenters  claimed  that  the  Postal 
Service  is  not  authorized  to  offer  ICM 
service.  The  delivery  company  asserted 
that  the  Postal  Reorganization  Act  (Act), 
39  U.S.C  101-5605,  does  not  permit  the 
Postal  Service  to  set  rates  by  entering 
into  agreements  with  ciistomers. 
According  to  this  commenter,  the  Postal 
Service  is  authorized  only  to  set  rates 
for  categories  of  mail  users.  The  trade 
association,  on  the  other  hand,  asserted 
that  ICM  service  is  unlawful  because  no 
provision  of  the  Act  expressly 
authorizes  the  Postal  Service  to 
negotiate  rates  with  individual  mailers. 
After  giving  these  claims  due 
consideration,  the  Postal  Service 
concludes  that  it  is  authorized  to  offer 
ICM  service. 

Section  401(3)  of  the  Act  authorizes 
the  Postal  Service  “to  enter  into  and 
perform  contracts.”  Although  the  Act 
contains  some  express  limitations  on 
the  authority  to  enter  into  contracts,  e.g., 
39  U.S.C.  5402(a),  no  statutory  provision 
prohibits  the  Postal  Service  from 
entering  into  contracts  with  its 
customers  or  prevents  such  contracts 
from  specifying  rates  and  services. 
Indeed,  service  agreements  for  domestic 
Express  Mail  Custom  Designed  service 
have  been  available  for  many  years. 
Domestic  Mail  Manual  223;  Domestic 
Mail  Classification  Sdiedule  500.021 
(Appendix  to  39  CFR  part  3001,  subpart 
C). 

That  the  Postal  Service  has  the 
authority  to  negotiate  rates  for 
international  mail  with  individual 
customers  is  also  demonstrated  by  the 


plain  language  of  Section  407(a)  of  the 
Act.  which  authorizes  the  Postal  Service 
to  "establish  rates  of  postage  or  other 
charges  on  mail  matter  conveyed 
between  the  United  States  and  other 
countries.”  The  Act  imposes  certain 
requirements  on  all  Postal  Service 
ratemaking,  domestic  and 
international.*  However,  there  is  no 
statutory  provision  prohibiting 
international  rates  that  meet  those 
requirements  from  being  established 
through  agreement  between  the  Postal 
Service  and  one  or  more  of  its 
customers. 

In  addition  to  the  express  grants  of 
authority  set  forth  in  Sections  401(3) 
and  407(a),  the  Act  gives  the  Postal 
Service  “all  other  powers  incidental, 
necessary,  or  appropriate  to  the  carrying 
on  of  its  functions  or  the  exercise  of  its 
specific  powers.”  39  U.S.C.  401(10). 

That  some  particular  action  is  not 
expressly  provided  for  in  the  statute 
does  not  mean  that  such  an  action  is 
unauthorized.  If  an  action  is  incidental, 
necessary,  or  appropriate  to  carrying  out 
the  Postal  Service’s  mission  and  is  not 
otherwise  prohibited  or  limited  by  the 
statute,  it  is  authorized  by  Section 
401(10).  The  July  10  Federal  Register 
notice  establishing  ICM  service  on  an 
interim  basis  explained  cogently  why 
rate  and  service  agreements  are 
necessary  and  appropriate  for  the  Postal 
Service  to  carry  out  its  mission. 
Consequently,  authority  to  offer  ICM 
service  is  additionally  provided  by 
Section  401(10). 

The  Postal  Service’s  negotiating  rates 
with  individual  mailers  is  also 
sanctioned  by  the  Universal  Postal 
Union  (UPU),  the  United  Nations 
specialized  agency  governing 
international  mail.  While  charges  for 
mail  to  member  countries  of  the  UPU 
must  be  authorized  by  the  Universal 
Postal  Convention  (UPU  Convention),* 
article  20,  paragraph  15  of  the  UPU 
Convention  authorizes  reduced  rates  for 
large  customers: 

Postal  administrations  may  allow  reduced 
charges  based  on  their  internal  legislation  for 
letter-post  items  posted  in  their  country. 

They  may,  for  instance,  give  preferential  rates 
to  major  users  of  the  Post.  Such  preferential 
rates  may  not,  however,  be  lower  than  those 
applied  in  the  internal  service  to  items 
presenting  the  same  characteristics  (category, 
quantity,  handling  time,  etc). 

In  sum,  the  plain  words  of  both  the  Act 
and  the  UPU  (Convention  authorize 

'  For  instance,  under  Section  403(c).  rates  must 
not  be  unduly  or  unreasonably  discriminatory  or 
preferential. 

^  “No  postal  charge  of  any  kind  may  be  collected 
other  thw  those  provided  for  in  the  Convention  and 
Agreements.”  UPU  Convention,  art.  8.2 
(Washington  1989). 
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negotiated  rate  agreemenU  under  proper 
conditions. 

In  addition  to  claiming  that  the  Postal 
Service  lacks  the  authority  to  offer  ICM 
service,  the  two  commenters  asserted 
that  any  rate  implemented  pursuant  to 
IMM  290  would  be  unlawful  because  all 
international  rates  must  be  either  (1) 
reviewed  by  the  Postal  Rate 
Commission,  or  C2l  apfuroved  by  the 
President.  This  assertion,  too.  is 
unfouTkded. 

The  issue  of  whether  the  Postal 
Service  is  required  to  submit 
international  rates  to  the  Rate 
Commission  was  recently  litigated  in 
Air  Courier  Conference  of  America  v. 

U.S.  Postal  Service,  959  F.2d  1213  (3d 
Cir.  1992).  In  that  case,  the  court 
unanimously  concluded  that  the  Rate 
Commission  does  not  have  jurisdiction 
over  international  rates.  Looking  to  the 
plain  language  of  the  Act.  the  court 
concluded  that  the  Postal  Service’s 
Section  407  authority  to  “establish  the 
rates  of  postage  or  other  charges  on  mail 
matter  conveyed  between  the  United 
States  and  otiwr  countries”  comes 
within  the  express  exception  to  Section 
3621  of  the  Act.  That  exception  states 
that  “except  as  otherwise  provided,  the 
Governors  (of  the  Postal  Servicel  are 
authorized  to  establish  reasonable  and 
equitable  classes  of  mail  and  reasonable 
and  equitable  rates  of  postage  and  fees 
for  postal  services  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  (chapter  36  of  the 
Actj.”  959  F.2d  1221. 

Whether  international  rates  must  be 
approved  by  the  President  is  an  issue 
that  has  never  been  formally  raised.  One 
of  the  comm^iters  simply  asserted, 
without  supporting  reasoning,  that 
international  rates  must  be  approved  by 
the  President.  The  other  commenter 
asserted  that  the  Postal  Service  is 
merely  authorized  to  institute 
intematicmal  rates  that  it  has  negotiated 
with  foreign  governments  when  those 
rates  are  contained  in  a  postal 
convention  th^  has  been  approved  by 
the  President.  These  assertions  are  at 
odds  with  the  way  in  which 
international  postage  rates  have  been 
established  for  the  past  70  y^s. 

It  is  true  that  when  specmc  rates  are 
contained  in  a  postal  convention,  the 
Postal  Service  has  no  discretion  to 
establish  other  rates.  When  a  convention 
contains  specific  rates,  there  is  no 
opportunity  for  the  Postal  Service  to 
estkdish  any  rates  as  the  convention  has 
done  iliat  a^ady.  It  is  for  those 
instances  where  a  convention  does  not 
establish  international  rates  that  the 
Postal  Service  is  given  authority  to 
establish  them.  These  can  include 
instances  where  a  convention  either  sets 
maximum  or  minimum  rates  or 


authorizes  a  charge  without  indicating 
its  magnitude.  Thi^  can  also  inchide 
instances  where  there  is  no  convention 
in  force  between  the  United  States  and 
the  country  with  adncik  mail  is  being 
exchanged,  as  is  now  the  case  with 
Taiwait.  South  Africa,  and  many  of  the 
republics  of  the  former  Soviet  Uni(» 
and  Yugoslavia.  Sknce  the  1920s,  when 
discretion  in  setting  rates  was 
introduced  into  the  UPU  Convention, 
there  has  been  no  instance  where 
international  rates  have  been  submitted 
to  the  President  for  approvaL 

This  practice  is  consistent  with  the 
plain  language  of  Secticm  4D7(a)  of  the 
Act,  whi^  I»tivides  in  pertinent  part: 

The  Postal  Service,  with  the  consent  of  the 
President,  may  negotiate  and  conclude  postal 
treaties  or  conventions,  and  may  establish 
rates  of  postage  or  othCT  charges  on  mail 
matter  cooveyed  between  the  United  States 
and  other  countries. 

This  section  grants  the  Ptostal  Service 
two  very  differmt  powers.  First,  the 
Postal  Service  is  authorized  to  negotiate 
and  to  conclude  postal  treaties  or 
conventions.  Second,  the  Postal  Service 
is  authorized  to  establish  intenvationat 
rates.  As  can  be  seen,  a  comma  separates 
the  clause  pertaining  to  treaties  or 
conventions  from  the  clause  pertaining 
to  establishment  of  rates.  If  the  phrase 
“with  the  consent  of  the  President** 
were  intended  to  apply  to  both  of  these 
clauses,  no  comma  would  have  been 
required.  Indeed,  if  the  phrase  “with  the 
consent  of  the  President”  were  intended 
to  apply  to  both  the  treaties  or 
conventions  clause  and  the  rate 
establishment  claxise,  insertion  of  a 
comma  would  have  been  improper. 

Moreover,  there  is  a  qualitative 
difference  between  the  two 
authorizations  that  warrants  the 
interpretation  that  the  phrase  “with  the 
consent  of  the  President”  applies  only 
to  the  treaties-or-coBventions  clause. 
When  the  Postal  Service  concludes  a 
postal  treaty  or  convention,  it  does  not 
simply  bind  itself.  A  treaty  or 
convention  is  entered  into  on  behalf  of 
the  United  States  Covemment  and  ia 
binding  cm  the  United  States 
Government  under  international  law. 
Because  the  Postal  Service  is  acting  on 
behalf  of  the  United  States,  it  makes 
sense  that  it  riiould  obtain  the  consent 
of  the  President,  who  is  generally 
charged  with  directing  fmign  affairs.  In 
contrast,  establishing  posts^e  rates  does 
not  bind  the  United  Statee  Government. 
There  is  no  reason  for  the  President  to 
be  involved. 

No  sound  rcascm  hes  been  given  for 
the  Postal  Service  to  change  its  and  the 
former  Post  Office  Department’s 
longstanding  interpretation  of  the  law  as 


not  requiring  Presidential  approval  of 
intematkmaJ  rates.  Acccndingly,  the 
Postal  Service  condndes  that  it  is  irat 
required  to  submit  ICM  rates  to  the 
President  far  approvaL 

The  two  conmenters  also  contended 
that  the  Postal  Sovke  must  comply 
with  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act 
(APA)  in  estebfishing  internationsl 
rates.  Tim  Postal  Service  does  not  sgree. 
Section  410(0)  of  the  Act  provides,  in 
pertinent  pert: 

Except  as  provided  by  subsection  (b)  of  this 
section,  and  except  as  odierwise  provided  in 
this  title  or  iasofo’ m  such  lews  remain  in 
force  as  rales  or  regutatlons  of  the  Postal 
Service,  no  Federal  law  dealing  with  public 
or  Federal  contiacts,  property,  works, 
officers,  employees,  budgets,  or  funds, 
including  the  provisions  of  chapters  5  and  7 
of  title  5,  shall  apply  to  the  exercise  of  the 
powers  of  the  PcMtal  Service. 

This  section  exempts  the  Postal 
Service  from  the  APA  except  as 
otherwise  provided.  The  exceptions  are 
listed  in  Section  410(bL  which  makes 
sections  552,  552a,  and  552b  applicable, 
and  3001({1,  which  makes  chapters  5 
and  7  applicable  to  proceedings  under 
chapter  30  concerning  mailability  and 
false  representations.  Nowhere  does  the 
Act  mention  that  the  APA  applies  to 
intematioiud  ratemaking.  Accordingly, 
the  APA  does  not  apply.  See  National 
Easter  Seal  Society  v.  Postal  Service:, 

655  F.2d  754  (DC  Cir.  1961). 

11.  IMM  290's  Qualifying  Criteria 

The  Postal  Service  offers  ICM  service 
only  to  a  customer  satisfying  both  the 
minimum-volume  and  mail-origin 
qualifying  criteria  set  forth  in  IMM  290. 
First,  the  customer  must  be  capable,  on 
an  annualized  basis,  of  either  (1) 
tendering  at  least  one  million  pounds  of 
international  mail  to  the  Postail  Service, 
or  (2)  paying  at  least  two  millioa  dollars 
in  international  postage  to  the  Postal 
Service.  Second,  the  customer  must  be 
capable  of  tendering  all  of  its  ICM  mail 
to  the  Postal  Service  from  a  single 
location. 

Two  commenters  ol^ecrtad  to  the 
interim  regulations'  qualifying  criteria. 
The  delivery  company  claimed  that  the 
criteria  mean  that  lower  rates  will  be 
“extended  to  a  mailer  based  solely  on 
the  identity  of  the  uieiler  and  not  on  (he 
basis  of  actually  realized  cost  savings.” 
In  contrast,  the  letter  shop,  while 
expressing  support  for  ICM  service, 
argued  thM  290*8  qualifybrg 
criteria  are  too  strict.  After  riving  these 
claims  due  consideration,  the  Postal 
Service  coockides  that  the  qiulifying 
criteria  should  not  be  changed. 

The  delivery  company’s  critique  of 
the  qualifying  criteria  came  in  the 
context  of  a  general  attack  on  the  ICM 


29780 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  58,  No.  98  /  Monday,  May  24,  1993  /  Rules  and  Regulations 


program.  This  commenter  asserted  that 
the  program  will  benefit  only  those 
mailers  that  use  ICM  service.  According 
to  this  commenter,  if  the  Postal  Service 
negotiates  ICM  rates  with  mailers  of 
relatively  low-cost  items,  mailers  of 
relatively  high-cost  items  will  be  the 
only  mailers  left  paying  published  rates. 
As  the  average  cost  for  non-ICM  mail 
will  thereby  increase,  this  commenter 
continued,  the  Postal  Service  will  be 
forced  either  to  accept  a  lower 
contribution  to  fixed  costs  or  to  increase 
published  rates.^  The  delivery  company 
objected  to  IMM  290’s  qualifying  criteria 
on  the  ground  that  they  exacerbate  this 
situation  by  making  ICM  rates  available 
to  mailers  capable  of  providing  the 
Postal  Service  with  cost  savings 
regardless  of  whether  the  Postal  Service 
actually  realizes  such  cost  savings. 

The  delivery  company’s  remarks 
misrepresent  both  how  the  ICM  program 
affects  non-ICM  customers  and  the 
purpose  of  the  qualifying  criteria.  As 
explained  in  the  July  10  Federal  Register 
notice,  the  Postal  Service  has  found  it 
increasingly  difficult  to  compete 
effectively  against  other  providers  of 
international  hard  copy 
commvmications  and  parcel  delivery 
services.  IMM  290  is  intended  to 
provide  the  Postal  Service  with  the 
pricing  flexibility  necessary  to  attract 
new  business  customers  and  to  keep 
existing  business  customers  at  rates  that 
accurately  reflect  the  Postal  Service’s 
costs  of  delivering  the  customer-specific 
mail  volumes. 

Notwithstanding  the  scenario  painted 
by  the  delivery  company,  the  ICM 
program  should  not  cause  any 
customers  to  pay  higher  rates  than  they 
would  without  die  program.  First,  there 
is  no  reason  to  believe  that  the  program 
will  result  in  the  cannibalization  of  the 
Postal  Service’s  other  international 
services.  As  this  commenter  itself 
recognizes,  in  addition  to  serving 


^  The  delivery  company’s  comments  in  this 
regard  read  as  follows: 

The  uniform  international  rates  currently  in  e^ect 
are  based  on  a  mix  of  volume  which  contains  both 
relatively  higher  cost  mail  and  relatively  lower  cost 
mail.  If  the  Postal  Service  negotiates  lower  rates 
with  individual  mailers  who  tender  allegedly  lower 
cost  mailings,  the  unit  revenue  generated  b-om 
those  mailers  will  of  course  decrease.  But  the  cost 
of  those  mailings  on  which  the  current  uniform 
rates  are  based  will  not  decrease.  Instead,  the 
average  cost  for  non-contract  mail  will  increase. 
However,  there  %vill  be  no  increase  in  unit  revenue 
bom  allegedly  higher  cost  mailers  to  make  up  for 
the  lower  contract  rates  since  the  non-contract  rates 
paid  by  higher  cost  mailers  will  not  change.  Under 
these  circunutarrce,  the  contribution  to  fixed  costs 
will  decreasa  On  the  other  hand,  if  the  uniform 
rales  available  to  mailers  who  cannot  avail 
themselves  of  negotiated  rates  are  increased,  then 
the  Postal  Service’s  {ustification  that  individually 
negotiated  rates  will  benefit  non-contract  mailers  as 
w^  as  ccmbact  mailers  will  not  be  the  case. 


existing  customers  better,  the  Postal 
Service  is  trying  to  attract  customers 
that  ctirrently  use  its  competitors  and 
would  not  otherwise  use  Ae  Postal 
Service  for  their  international  mailings. 

If  the  Postal  Service  is  successful,  the 
additional  volume  will  come  fi-om 
competitors,  not  fi'om  the  Postal 
Service’s  other  international  services. 
Consequently,  there  is  no  basis  for  the 
delivery  company’s  assertion  that  the 
average  cost  for  non-ICM  mail  will 
increase. 

Indeed,  rather  than  harming 
customers  that  use  the  Postal  Service’s 
other  services,  the  ICM  program  benefits 
them  by  decreasing  the  total  revenues 
that  the  Postal  Service  needs  to  recover 
from  them.  As  stated  in  the  July  10 
Federal  Register  notice,  the  Postal 
Service  will  not  enter  into  an  ICM 
service  agreement  unless  it  reasonably 
believes  at  the  time  that  the  rates  will 
generate  revenues  greater  than  costs. 

The  ICM  program  thus  makes  all  of  the 
Postal  Service’s  customers  better  off 
because  the  additional  business 
generated  not  only  covers  the  extra 
variable  costs  it  causes,  but  also  enables 
the  Postal  Service  to  recover  its  fixed 
costs  from  a  larger  base  of  customers. 
This  is  true  regardless  of  how  the  unit 
revenue  realized  from  ICM  customers 
compares  to  the  unit  revenue  realized 
fi'om  non-ICM  customers. 

The  delivery  company’s  objection  to 
IMM  290’s  qualifying  criteria  also  does 
not  stand  up  to  scrutiny.  The  delivery 
company  asserted  that  the  criteria  are 
too  loose  because  a  customer  can  qualify 
for  ICM  service  merely  by  being  capable 
of  tendering  a  large  volume  of 
international  mail  fiom  a  single 
location,  regardless  of  whether  the 
customer  actually  does  so.  Instead, 
according  to  this  commenter,  the  criteria 
should  allow  a  customer  to  qualify  only 
when  the  Postal  Service  actually 
realizes  cost  savings  fiom  delivering  the 
customer’s  mail. 

The  delivery  company’s  objection  is 
based  on  two  premises.  First,  this 
commenter  is  of  the  view  that  the  Postal 
Service  can  offer  ICM  service  only  when 
it  can  realize  cost  savings.  Second,  this 
commenter  believes  that  the  proper 
function  for  IMM  290’s  qualifying 
criteria  to  perform  is  to  distinguish 
between  mailers  of  relatively  low-cost 
items  and  mailers  of  relatively  high-cost 
items.  Neither  of  those  premises  is 
correct. 

The  Postal  Service’s  authority  to 
negotiate  international  rates  is 
circumscribed  only  by  the  statutory 
requirements  applicable  to  all  Postal 
Service  ratemaking.  As  long  as  it 
complies  with  those  requirements,  the 
Postal  Service’s  ability  to  compete  for 


customers  is  similar  to  that  enjoyed  by 
other  providers  of  international  hard 
copy  communications  and  parcel 
delivery  services.  This  means  that  the 
Postal  Service  can  exercise  a  significant 
amount  of  discretion  when  choosing  to 
which  customers  it  will  offer  ICM 
service.  For  now.  the  Postal  Service  has 
decided  that  customers  of  a  certain  size 
represent  the  most  promising  market. 

As  discussed  in  aetail  in  the  July  10 
Federal  Register  notice,  IMM  290’s 
qualifying  criteria  were  selected  in  order 
to  maximize  the  beneficial  effects  of 
flexible  pricing.  Requiring  an  ICM  user 
to  be  capable  of  generating  a  substantial 
amount  of  international  mail  allows  the 
Postal  Service  to  focus  its  marketing 
efforts  on  the  large  business  customers 
that  collectively  make  up  the  most 
competitive  market  for  international 
hard  copy  communications  and  parcel 
delivery  services.  Requiring  an  ICM  user 
to  be  capable  of  concentrating  all  of  its 
international  mail  at  a  single  origin 
similarly  makes  flexible  pricing  more 
cost-effective  by  improving  the  Postal 
Service’s  ability  accurately  to  determine 
costs  on  an  individualized,  rather  than 
aggregated,  basis. 

The  qualifying  criteria  also  serve  to 
limit  the  universe  of  potential  ICM  users 
to  a  manageable  size.  Nevertiieless,  once 
a  customer  demonstrates  that  it  can 
satisfy  the  qualifying  criteria,  the  Postal 
Service  is  obliged  to  make  ICM  service 
available  to  the  customer.  Of  course, 
given  the  highly  competitive  nature  of 
this  industry,  the  Postal  Service  may  be 
unable  or  unwilling  to  offer  the 
customer  a  rate  that  is  low  enough  to 
induce  it  to  enter  into  an  ICM  service 
agreement.  For  in.stance,  the  Postal 
Service’s  anticipated  costs  to  deliver  the 
customer’s  mail  may  be  relatively  high 
due  to  the  destination  countries  or  type 
of  mail  involved. 

Although  the  opportunity  to  realize 
cost  savings  may  influence  the  rate  that 
the  Postal  Service  offers  a  particular 
customer,  it  is  not  dispositive  of  the 
issue  of  whether  that  customer  should 
qualify  for  ICM  service  in  the  first  place. 
The  delivery  company  does  not  appear 
to  recognize  this.  Consequently,  its 
assertion  that  IMM  290’s  qualifying 
criteria  should  focus  on  cost  savings  is 
misplaced. 

In  contrast  to  the  delivery  company, 
the  letter  shop  took  the  position  that 
IMM  290’s  qualifying  criteria  are  too 
strict.  This  commenter  explained  that  it 
does  not  currently  generate  enough 
international  mail  to  qualify  for  ICM 
service,  even  through  it  has  the 
production  and  transportation 
capabilities  necessary  to  meet  the  one- 
million-pounds-or-two-million-dollars 
threshold.  According  to  this  commenter. 
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its  inability  to  quatify  places  it  at  a 
competitive  dis^vantage  to  letter  shops 
that  can  meet  the  threshold:  qualifying 
letter  shops  are  able  to  charge  their 
competitors  discounted  postage  rates 
that  they  have  negotiatea  with  the 
Postal  Service,  while  the  commenter  has 
no  choice  but  to  charge  published  rates. 

In  CHrder  to  solve  this  mleged  problem, 
the  letter  shop  recommend^  that  the 
Postal  Service  make  three  changes  to 
IMM  290’s  qualifying  criteria.  First,  this 
commenter  suggested  that  the  Postal 
Service  apply  the  threshold  to  the 
customer’s  combined  domestic, 
international,  and  foreign  mail  volume, 
rather  than  simply  to  the  customer’s 
international  mail  volume.  Second,  this 
commenter  suggested  that  the  Postal 
Service  replace  the  one-million-pounds- 
or-two-million-dollars  threshold  with  a 
one-million-pieces  threshold.  Third,  the 
letter  shop  suggested  that  the  Postal 
Service  waive  the  qualifying  criteria  for 
a  customer  performing  worksharing  that 
reduces  the  Postal  Service’s  costs  to 
deliver  the  customer's  international 
mail  and/or  enhances  the  marketability 
of  the  Postal  Service’s  international 
products.* 

The  Postal  Service  notes  that  each  of 
these  changes  would  significantly  relax 
IMM  290’s  qualifying  criteria.  As 
discussed  in  the  July  10  Federal 
Register  notice,  the  Postal  Service 
recognized  that  it  had  to  impose  some 
size-related  criterion  on  ICM  eligibility. 
The  Postal  Service  determined  that  a 
one-million-pounds-or-two-million- 
dollars  threshold  provided  the  proper 
balance  between  the  Postal  Service's 
need  to  be  able  to  focus  its  marketing 
efforts  in  a  cost-elective  maimer  and  its 
desire  to  offer  ICM  service  to  s  wide 
range  of  customers.  Based  on  its 
experience  to  date  in  operating  the  ICM 
program,  the  Postal  Service  believes  that 
IMM  290’$  qualifying  criteria  have 
served  the  intend^  purpose  and, 
therefore,  should  not  be  changed. 

The  Postal  Service  also  is  unwilling  to 
relax  the  qualifying  criteria  because  the 
premise  underlying  the  letter  shop’s 
comments — ^that  the  one-million- 
pounds-or-two-milHon-dollars  threshold 
will  enable  its  larger  competitors  to 
comer  the  market — is  misplaced.  This 
commenter  apparently  misunderstands 
the  function  of  the  qualifying  criteria. 
Offering  ICM  service  is  intended  to 


*  As  an  illustration  of  customer  worksharing  that 
would  enhance  the  marketabtMty  of  the  Hostai 
Service's  products,  the  letter  shop  offered  the 
example  of  mailers  that  are  able  to  containerize 
their  mail  and  then  deliver  it  df  reedy  to  the  air 
carriers*  facilities.  According  to  the  letter  shop,  the 
improved  speed  of  delivery  made  possible  hy  the 
mailers'  worksharing  would  make  the  Postal 
Service's  internatioi^  services  more  attractive  to 
other  potential  customers. 


improve  the  Postal  Service's  ability  to 
compete  for  large  business  customers. 
However,  whetmr  or  not  a  particular 
customer  qualifies  for  the  service 
depends  on  the  characteristics  of  that 
customer’s  international  mail,  not  on 
that  customer’s  size.  Even  a  relatively 
small  customer  can  qualify  if  it  becoines 
capable  of  tendering  a  sufikuent  amount 
of  intematkmal  mail  to  the  Postal 
Service. 

.  ICM  service  is  available  only  to  a 
customer  that  is  cap^le  of  meeting  the 
threshold  with  actual,  rather  than 
speculative,  intematkmal  mail. 
Therefore,  how  the  qualifying  criteria 
apply  depends  in  large  part  cm  the 
source  of  the  mail  in  question.  In  the 
case  of  a  customer  that  originates 
international  mail,  such  as  a  publisher 
or  a  mail  order  company,  there  are  two 
ways  for  the  custcuner  to  demonstrate  its 
ability  to  satisfy  the  thre^iold.  First,  the 
customer  can  provide  the  Postal  Service 
with  historical  data  relating  to  the 
customer’s  international  mailings 
during  the  previous  year.  Alternatively, 
the  cnistomer  can  provide  the  Postal 
Service  with  reliable  information  about 
the  customer’s  planned  international 
mailings  during  the  upcximing  year.  In 
both  instances,  the  customer  possesses 
the  informatiem  necessary  for  the  Postal 
Service  accurately  to  determine  the 
costs  of  delivering  the  customer’s  mail. 
As  the  customer  itself  will  be  executing 
the  ICM  service  agreement,  whether  the 
customer  arranges  for  the  delivery  of  its 
mail  directly  tl^ugh  the  Postal  Service 
or  throu^  an  agent  is  immaterial. 

In  contrast,  it  is  much  more  difficult 
for  a  customer  that  acts  as  a  mailing 
agent  but  does  not  originate  its  own 
international  mail,  su^  as  a 
consolidator  or  a  letter  shop,  to  quahfy 
for  ICM  s^vice.  As  an  agent,  the 
customer  has  little  or  no  control  over 
the  size,  shape,  weight,  destination,  or 
other  characteristics  of  the  mail  that  it 
receives  from  its  clientele  and  for  which 
it  arranges  delivery.  As  a  result,  the 
customer  in  all  likelihood  does  not 
possess  the  information  necessary  for 
the  Postal  Service  accurately  to 
determine  the  costs  of  deH'.'cring  such 
mail.  In  of  that  deficiency,  the 
customer  can  demonstrate  its  ability  to 
fy  the  one-milHon-pounds-oi-two- 
million-dollars  threshold  only  by 
providing  the  Postal  Service  with 
reliable  infmnnation  about  the 
intematioral  mail  that  the  customer  is 
assured  of  receiving  froro  iU  clientele 
during  the  upcoming  year.  For  example, 
if  the  customer  has  executed  delivery 
contracts  with  publishers  that 
collectively  originate  enough 
international  mail  to  satisfy  the 
threshold,  the  customer  can  provide  the 


Postal  Service  with  copies  of  those 
contracts  along  with  related  data 
obtained  from  the  publishers. 

As  the  above  discussion  makes  clear, 
there  is  no  reason  for  the  letter  shop 
commenter  to  fear  being  placed  at  a 
competitive  disadvantage  by  !MM  290’s 
qualifying  criteria.  Whether  a  peiticular 
letter  shop  qualifies  for  ICM  service  is 
not  a  function  of  current  size.  Rather,  a 
letter  shop  must  be  in  a  position  to 
provide  adequate  guarantees  of  both  the 
amount  and  the  characteristics  of  the 
international  mail  that  it  will  be 
tendering  to  the  Postal  Service.  This 
commenter’s  abihty  to  attract  the  new 
business  necessary  for  it  to  qualify  is  no 
different  from  its  larger  competitors. 
Therefore,  except  to  the  extent  that  they 
receive  international  mail  frum  its 
originators  pursuant  to  contracts  not 
due  to  expire  for  at  least  a  year,  this 
commenter’s  larger  competitors  have  no 
advantage  when  it  comes  to  qualifying 
for  ICM  service. 

IIL  Other  Comments 
The  trade  association  and  the  delivery 
company  attacked  the  ICM  program  on 
several  other  grounds  in  addition  to 
those  discuss^  above.  The  trade 
association  claimed  that  IMM  290  does 
not  specify  any  pricing  or  costing 
guidelines,  and  that  the  fuly  10  Federal 
Register  notice  did  not  define  the  cost 
coverage  goal  for  ICM.  Based  on  those 
purported  shortcomings,  this 
commenter  asserted  that  "the  notice 
raises  the  specter  that  the  pricing  of  ICM 
services  will  be  below  cost,  predatory 
and  fueled  by  subsidies  from  the 
domestic  first  class  monopoly."  This 
commenter  also  asserted  that  interested 
parties  will  have  to  engage  in 
"piecemeal  litigation”  in  order  to 
prevent  the  Postal  Service  firom 
violating  its  "statutory  pricing 
strictures." 

The  delivery  company,  on  the  other 
hand,  attacked  the  ICM  program  on  the 
ground  that  "(tlhe  negotiation  of 
customer-specific  rates  readily  leads  to 
rate  discrimination,  which  is  prohibited 
by  Section  403fc)  of  the  [ActL"  This 
commenter  contended  that  the  only  way 
that  the  Postal  Service  can  avoid 
discrimination  is  to  make  all  rates 
universally  available  to  all  mailers. 

Tlie  Postal  Service  believes  that  these 
attacks  are  unwarranted.  'The  Postal 
Service  has  designed  the  ICM  program 
to  ensure  that  the  rates  negotiated  with 
customers  comply  with  all  of  the 
statutory  requirements  that  apply  to 
international  postal  rates. 

As  noted  above,  the  Postal  Service 
stated  in  the  July  tO  Federal  Register 
notice  that  it  will  not  enter  into  an  ICM 
service  agreement  unless  it  reasonably 
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believes  at  the  time  that  the  rates  will 
generate  revenues  greater  than  costs. 

The  Postal  Service  also  has  explicitly 
recognized  its  responsibility  under 
Section  403(c)  to  ensure  that  ICM  rates 
are  not  imduly  or  imreasonably 
discriminatory  or  preferential.  As  stated 
in  the  July  10  notice,  the  Postal  Service 
will  make  every  ICM  service  agreement 
available  to  similarly  situated  customers 
imder  substantially  similar 
circumstances  and  conditions. 

Therefore,  contrary  to  these  two 
commenters'  assertions,  the  ICM 
program  does  not  represent  a  means  for 
the  Postal  Service  to  attempt  to  avoid 
statutory  requirements.  ICM  rates  are  no 
different  from  other  international  rates 
in  this  regard. 

Since  the  Postal  Rate  Commission 
does  not  have  jurisdiction  over 
international  rates,  the  Postal  Service’s 
competitors  cannot  challenge  ICM  or 
any  other  international  rates  in  that 
forum.  However,  the  Postal  Service’s 
competitors  can  seek  judicial  review  of 
ICM  rates  just  like  they  can  seek  judicial 
review  of  other  international  rates. 
Consequently,  the  Postal  Service  fails  to 
understand  the  trade  association’s 
assertion  that  the  ICM  program  is  flawed 
because  the  Postal  Service’s  competitors 
will  have  to  resort  to  litigation  in  order 
to  challenge  ICM  rates. 

In  contrast  to  the  trade  association 
and  the  delivery  company,  the  other 
four  commenters  expressed  support  for 
the  ICM  program.  The  foreign  postal 
administration  asserted  that  I^^  290 
“will  give  [the  Postal  Service]  the  tools 
to  deal  with  a  highly  competitive 
environment.’’  llie  seminar  sponsor  and 
the  letter  shop  both  noted  that  they 
would  welcome  the  opportunity  to 
negotiate  rates  based  on  identifiable  cost 
savings,  while  the  letter  shop  added  that 
it  would  also  like  to  negotiate  rates 
based  on  increased  national  volume. 
Finally,  the  publisher  strongly  endorsed 
the  program:  “By  focusing  on  the  long¬ 
term,  total  contribution  an  individual 
mailer  can  make  toward  the  Postal 
Service’s  fixed  institutional  costs,  these 
new  regulations  [IMM  290]  correctly 
highlight  customer  responsiveness  and 
provide  overdue  incentives  to  retain  and 
grow  overall  mail  volume.  .  .  .  We 
regard  the  establishment  of  ICM  service 
as  a  watershed  event  for  the  Postal 
Service.” 

The  support  for  tlie  ICM  program 
expressed  by  these  four  commenters  and 
by  other  international  mailers  that  have 
contacted  the  Postal  Service  since  it 
implemented  the  program  indicate  that 
customers  view  ICM  service  as  a  long- 
awaited  and  valuable  addition  to  the 
Postal  Service’s  WORLDPOST  product 
line. 


IV.  Conclusion 

In  setting  international  postage  rates, 
the  Postal  Service  must  ensure  that  such 
rates  (1)  do  not  apportion  the  costs  of 
the  service  so  as  to  impair  the  overall 
value  of  the  service  to  the  users;  (2) 
apportion  the  costs  of  all  postal 
operations  to  all  users  on  a  fair  and 
equitable  basis;  (3)  are  fair  and 
reasonable;  and  (4)  are  not  imduly  or 
unreasonably  discriminatory  or 
preferential.  Due  to  the  manner  in 
which  they  are  set,  ICM  rates  will  satisfy 
these  criteria. 

Accordingly,  the  Postal  Service 
hereby  adopts  IMM  290  on  a  permanent 
basis.  This  change  shall  take  effect  at 
12:01  a.m.,  on  May  21, 1993. 

’The  Postal  Service  adopts  the 
following  amendments  to  the 
International  Mail  Manual,  which  is 
incorporated  by  reference  in  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations.  See  37  CFR  20.1. 

List  of  Subjects  in  39  CFR  Part  20 

International  postal  service.  Foreign 
relations. 

PART  20— [AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  39  CFR 
part  20  continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  5  U.S.C.  552(a):  39  U.S.C.  401, 
404,  407,  408. 

2.  *1110  addition  of  section  290,  as 
revised  below,  to  Chapter  2  of  the 
International  Mail  Manual  is  adopted  as 
final. 

CHAPTER  2— CONDITIONS  FOR  MAIUNG 
***** 

290  International  Customized  Mail 

291  Description.  International 
Customized  Mail  (ICM)  service  is  an 
international  business  mail  service  that 
is  available  only  pursuant  to  an  ICM 
service  agreement  between  the  Postal 
Service  and  a  mailer  meeting  the 
requirements  in  292.  The  Postal  Service 
provides  ICM  service,  on  a  mailer- 
specific  basis,  pursuant  to  the  terms  and 
conditions  stipulated  in  a  particular 
ICM  service  agreement. 

292  Qualifying  Mailers.  To  qualify 
for  ICM  service,  a  mailer  must  be 
capable,  on  an  annualized  basis,  of 
ei^er  (1)  tendering  at  least  1  million 
pounds  of  international  mail  to  the 
Postal  Service,  or  (2)  paying  at  least  2 
million  dollars  in  international  postage 
to  the  Postal  Service.  The  mailer  must 
also  be  capable  of  tendering  all  of  its 
ICM  mail  to  the  Postal  Service  from  a 
single  location. 

293  ICM  Service  Agreements. 

Each  ICM  service  agreement  must  set 
forth  the  following: 


a.  The  term  of  the  agreement, 
including  any  renewal  options. 

b.  The  type  of  mail  to  be  tendered  by 
the  mailer. 

c.  The  destination  country  or 
countries. 

d.  The  services  to  be  provided  by  the 
Postal  Service,  including  any  speed-of- 
delivery  targets. 

e.  Minimum  volume  commitments  for 
each  service. 

f.  Postage  and  method  of  payment. 

g.  Weight  and  size  limits. 

h.  Preparation  requirements. 

i.  Makeup  requirements. 

j.  Any  other  obligations  of  either 
party. 

k.  The  location  from  which  the  mailer 
is  required  to  tender  its  items  to  the 
Postal  Service. 

294  Postal  Bulletin  Notifications. 

Within  30  days  of  entering  into  an 
ICM  service  agreement,  the  Postal 
Service  must  publish  the  following 
information  about  the  agreement  in  the 
Postal  Bulletin: 

a.  'The  term  of  the  agreement, 
including  any  renewal  options. 

b.  The  type  of  mail  involved. 

c.  The  destination  country  or 
countries. 

d.  A  brief  description  of  each  of  the 
services  to  be  provided  by  the  Postal 
Service. 

e.  Minimum  volume  commitments  for 
each  service. 

f.  A  brief  description  of  any 
worksharing  to  be  performed  by  the 
mailer. 

g.  The  agreed-upon  rate  for  each 
service  at  the  volume  level  committed  to 
by  the  mailer. 

***** 

A  transmittal  letter  making  the 
changes  in  the  pages  of  the  International 
Mail  Manual  will  be  published  and 
transmitted  to  subscribers 
automatically.  Notice  of  issuance  of  the 
transmittal  letter  will  be  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  as  provided  by  39 
CFR  20.3. 

Stanley  F.  Mires, 

Chief  Counsel.  Legislative. 

(FR  Doc.  93-12193  Filed  5-12-93;  8:45  am] 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40  CFR  Parts  52  and  81 

IW1 14-1-5279;  FRL-4532-71 

Designation  of  Areas  for  Air  Quality 
Planning  Purposes:  Wisconsin; 
Approvai  and  Promuigation  of 
Impiementation  Pians;  Designation  of 
Areas  for  Air  Quaiity  Pianning 
Purposes;  Miiwaukee  Suifur  Dioxide 
Maintenance  Pian  and  Redesignation 
Request 

AGENCY:  United  States  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (USEPA). 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  A  dispersion  modeling 
analysis  and  ambient  air  quality  data 
from  1980  to  1991  indicate  that  the 
Milwaukee  sulfur  dioxide  (SO2) 
nonattainment  area  has  attained  the 
National  Ambient  Air  Quality  Standard 
(NAAQS)  for  SO2.  Additionally,  in 
accordance  with  the  Clean  Air  Act 
Amendments  of  1990,  the  State  of 
Wisconsin  has  submitted  a  maintenance 
plan  for  SO2  which  projects  continued 
attainment  of  the  SO2  NAAQS  in  the 
Milwaukee  area.  USEPA  is  approving  in 
this  notice:  the  Milwaukee  SO2 
maintenance  plan  as  a  revision  to  the 
State  Implementation  Plan  (SIP)  to 
achieve  air  quality  standards  in  the 
State  of  Wisconsin  and  the  Milwaukee 
Sulfur  Dioxide  redesignation  request. 
USEPA’s  action  is  based  upon  a 
redesignation  request  which  was 
submitted  by  the  State  of  Wisconsin  on 
May  12, 1986,  and  a  maintenance  plan 
SIP  revision  which  was  submitted  on 
June  12, 1992.  The  intended  effects  of 
this  action  are  to  approve  the 
Milwaukee  maintenance  plan  as  a  SIP 
revision  and  to  redesignate  a  portion  of 
Milwaukee  County  from  nonattainment 
to  attainment  of  the  primary  national 
ambient  air  quality  standards  for  sulfur 
dioxide. 

DATES:  These  actions  will  be  effective  on 
July  23, 1993  unless  notice  is  received 
by  Juno  23, 1993  that  someone  wishes 
to  submit  adverse  or  critical  comments. 
Such  notice  may  be  submitted  to 
Carlton  Nash  at  the  USEPA  Regional 
Office  address  listed  below.  If  the 
effective  date  is  delayed,  timely  notice 
will  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (FR). 

ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  the  State 
submittal  and  USEPA’s  technical 
analysis  for  this  action  are  available  for 
public  inspection  during  normal 
business  hours  at  the  following  address: 
(It  is  recommended  that  you  telephone 
Patrick  D.  Dolwick  at  (312)  886-6053, 


S'af, '  98  7  Monday,’  May '  5i4 1 99^3 


before  visiting  the  Region  5  Office).  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Region  5,  Air  and  Radiation  Division,  77 
West  Jackson  Boulevard,  Chicago, 

Illinois  60604. 

Written  comments  should  be  sent  to: 
Carlton  Nash,  Chief,  Regulation 
Development  Section,  Air  Toxics  and 
Radiation  Branch  (AT-18J),  Region  5, 
U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
77  West  Jackson  Boulevard,  Chicago, 
Illinois  60604. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Patrick  D.  Dolwick,  Air  Toxics  and 
Radiation  Branch,  Regulation 
Development  Section  (AT-18J),  Region 
5,  U.S.  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  77  West  Jackson  Boulevard, 
Chicago,  Illinois  60604,  (312)  886-6053. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

I.  Background  Information 

Based  on  monitored  violations  of  the 
primary  sulfur  dioxide  NAAQS  in  1979 
and  the  State’s  request  to  redesignate, 
the  United  States  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (USEPA)  designated 
a  sub-city  area  of  Milwaukee, 

Wisconsin,  located  in  Milwaukee 
County  as  a  primary  nonattainment  area 
for  SCb  on  C^ober  10, 1980.  As  a  result, 
the  State  revised  its  SO2  SIP  to  control 
the  emissions  that  precipitated  the 
violations  in  Milwaukee.  On  May  12, 
1986,  the  Wisconsin  Department  of 
Natural  Resources  (WDNR)  requested 
USEPA  to  redesignate  this  portion  of 
Milwaukee  County  from  nonattainment 
to  attainment  of  the  primary  SID2 
NAAQS. 

The  nonattainment  area  in  Milwaukee 
is  defined  in  title  40,  Chapter  81.350  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations.  'The 
area  is  bounded  by  the  intersection  of 
Capitol  Drive  with  the  Milwaukee  River, 
south  to  the  intersection  of  the 
Milwaukee  River  and  St.  Paul,  west  to 
the  comer  of  St.  Paul  and  16th  Street, 
south  to  the  comer  of  16th  Street  and 
Pierce,  east  to  the  comer  of  Pierce  and 
6th  Street,  and  south  to  the  comer  of  6th 
Street  and  Becher  Street.  The  entire 
nonattainment  area  is  bounded  on  the 
east  by  Lake  Michigan. 

US^A  proposed  on  May  24, 1990  (55 
FR  21390)  to  disapprove  this 
redesignation  request  because 
Milwaukee  County.  Wisconsin  did  not 
have  an  adequate,  ^lly  approved  SO2 
SIP  for  the  area  at  that  time.  USEPA  has 
since  approved  in  final  the  Wisconsin 
Statewide  SO2  Rules.  The  final  federal 
approval  of  these  mles  results  in  an 
adequate,  fully  approved  SO2  SIP  for  the 
nonattainment  portion  of  Milwaukee 
County.  As  a  result,  USEPA  is 
approving  the  redesignation  request  in 
today’s  final  rulemaldng.  A  technical 
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support  document  dated  Jime  18, 1992, 
is  available  to  provide  a  more  detailed 
discussion  of  this  action. 

n.  Review  of  State  Submittals 
A.  Maintenance  Plan 

Section  107(d)(3)'E)  of  the  amended 
Act  stipulates  that  for  an  area  to  be 
redesignated  firam  nonattainment  to 
attainment  the  State  must  submit,  in 
accordance  with  section  175A  of  the 
Act,  a  maintenance  plan  for  any  area 
that  the  State  requests  be  redesignated. 
'This  plan  must  provide  for  maintenance 
of  the  standard  for  at  least  ten  years 
horn  the  anticipated  date  of 
redesignation.  Eight  years  after  the 
redesignation  date,  the  State  will  be 
required  to  revise  its  SIP  to  provide  for 
maintenance  in  the  affected  area  for  an 
additional  ten  year  period.  According  to 
USEPA  guidance  as  outlined  in  the 
General  Preamble  for  the 
Implementation  of  Title  I  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act  Amendments  of  1990  (57  FR 
13498),  the  maintenance  plan  consists 
of  three  basic  components:  an  emission 
inventory,  a  maintenance 
demonstration,  and  contingency 
measures.  USEPA  redesignation  policy 
(as  outlined  in  a  September  4, 1992, 
memorandum  from  John  Calcagni, 
Director,  Air  Quality  Management 
Division  to  the  Regional  Air  Division 
Directors)  lists  five  core  provisions  that 
a  plan  must  contain  in  order  to  ensure 
maintenance  of  the  standards:  an 
attainment  inventory,  a  maintenance 
demonstration,  a  monitoring  network, 
verification  of  continued  attainment, 
and  a  contingency  plan. 

1.  Attainment  Inventory 

As  part  of  its  maintenance  plan,  the 
State  must  develop  an  attainment 
emission  inventory  to  identify  the  level 
of  emissions  in  the  area  at  the  time  of 
attainment.  The  plan  submitted  by 
WDNR  details  the  allowable  and  1985- 
1990  actual  emissions  from  the  three 
SO2  sources  in  the  Milwaukee 
nonattainment  area.  This  emission 
inventory  was  prepared  in  accordance 
with  USEPA’s  guidance  on  inventories. 
Since  the  State  has  made  an  adequate 
demonstration  that  air  quality  has 
improved  as  a  result  of  the  SIP  (as  will 
be  discussed  in  subsequent  paragraphs), 
the  attainment  inventory  for  Milwaukee 
will  be  the  actual  inventory  for  1990. 
This  year  had  the  highest  total  of  SO2 
emissions  without  an  exceedance  of  the 
NAAQs:  14184.67  tons  per  year. 

2.  Maintenance  Demonstration 

According  to  USEPA  redesignation 
policy,  a  State  may  generally 
demonstrate  maintenance  of  the 
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NAAQS  by  either  showing  diet  (1) 
future  emissions  of  a  pollutant  xk  its 
precursors  will  not  exceed  the  level  of 
the  attainment  inventory,  or  (2)  by 
modeling  to  show  that  the  future  mix  of 
sources  and  emission  rates  will  not 
cause  a  violation  of  the  NAAQS.  The 
Milwaukee  plan  demonstrates 
attainment  by  using  the  first  approach. 
WDNR  provided  assiuence  in  its  plan 
that  the  source  responsible  for  over  90 
percent  of  the  emissions  in  the 
Milwaukee  nonattainment  area 
(Wisconsin  Electric  Power  Company — 
Valley  Generating  Station)  will  not 
increase  its  SO2  emissions  beyond  the 
attainment  inventory.  As  such,  the  State 
is  not  expecting  significant  growth  in 
SOa  in  the  ten  years  of  the  maintenance 
plan. 

3.  Monitoring  Network 

Once  an  area  has  been  redesignated, 
the  State  should  continue  to  operate  an 
appropriate  air  quality  monitoring 
network,  in  accordance  with  40  CFR 
Part  58,  to  verify  the  attainment  status 
of  the  area.  The  maintenance  plan  for 
Milwaukee  contains  provisions  for 
continued  operation  of  air  quality 
monitors  that  will  provide  sudi 
verification.  WDNR  operates  two  State 
and  Local  monitoring  system  (SLAMS) 
SO2  monitors  in  the  Milwaukee  area  and 
has  committed  to  continued  operation 
of  these  sites. 

4.  Verification  of  Continued  Attainment 

Each  State  should  ensure  in  its 

maintenance  plan  that  it  has  the  legal 
authority  to  implement  and  enforce  ell 
measures  necessary  to  attain  and  to 
maintain  the  NAAQS.  (hie  such 
measure  is  the  acquisition  of  ambient 
and  source  emission  data  to 
demonstrate  attainment  and 
maintenance.  USEPA  redesignation 
policy  requires  the  State  to  indicate  in 
its  maintenance  plan  how  the 
attainment  status  of  the  area  will  be 
tracked.  The  Milwaukee  plan  relies  on 
WDNR’s  authority  under  a  number  of 
State  rules  to  require  the  annual 
reporting  of  emissions  information.  The 
State  pledged  to  track  the  progress  of  the 
Milwaukee  SIP  every  year  through  the 
updating  of  the  emissions  inventory. 
WroJR  also  has  the  ability  under  its  new 
source  permitting  program  to  account 
for  changes  in  the  area’s  total  emissions 
that  arise  horn  new  SO2  sources  that 
locate  in  the  Milwaukee  Area. 

5.  Contingency  Plan 

Section  175A  of  the  Act  requires  that 
a  maintenance  plan  include  contingency 
provisions,  as  necessary,  to  promptly 
correct  any  violation  of  the  NAAQS  that 
occurs  after  redesignation  of  tiie  area. 


Unlike  their  counterparts  required  by 
section  172(cX9),  the  maintenance 
plan’s  contingency  measures  are  not 
required  to  teke  efiect  ivithout  further 
action  from  the  State  or  USEPA.  In  the 
plan  submitted  by  WI^^,  the  State  will 
rely  upon  its  authority  iinder  State  law 
to  promptly  correct  any  violation  of  the 
NAAC^.  Upon  determining  source 
culpability,  the  State  will  either:  (1) 
Enforce  the  emission  limit  violationfs) 
that  caused  the  exceedance  of  the 
NAAQS  or  (2)  prepare  administrative 
orders  and/or  a  revision  of  the  existing 
State  Implementation  Plan  if  the 
existing  SIP  was  insufficient  to  attain 
the  standards.  As  noted  in  the  {general 
Preamble,  for  SO2  programs.  USEPA 
interprets  “contingency  measures’’  to 
mean  that  the  State  agency  has  a 
comprehensive  program  to  identify 
sources  of  violations  of  the  SO2  NAAQS 
and  to  undertake  an  aggressive  follow¬ 
up  for  compliance  and  enforcement, 
including  expedited  procedures  for 
establishing  enforceable  consent 
agreements  pending  the  adoption  of 
revised  SIPs.  Therefore,  USH’A  has 
determined  that  the  maintenance  plan’s 
contingency  provisions,  as  well  as  the 
plan  itself,  are  adequate  to  ensure  the 
SO2  standards  in  Milwaukee. 

B.  Redesignation  Request 

According  to  section  107(d)(3)(E)  of 
the  Clean  Air  Act,  42  U.S.C.A.  7407,  as 
amended  by  the  Clean  Air  Act 
Amendments  of  1990,  (West  1983  k 
Supp.  199(J  (CAA),  USEPA  may  not 
promulgate  a  redesignation  of  a 
nonattainment  area  to  attainment  unless 
the  following  five  conditions  are 
satisfied: 

(1)  The  Administrator  has  determined 
that  the  area  has  attained  the  NAAQS; 

(2)  The  Administrator  has  fully 
approved  the  applicable 
implementation  plan  for  the  area  under 
section  llO(k); 

(3)  The  Administrator  determines  that 
the  improvement  in  air  quality  is  due  to 
permanent  and  enforceable  reductions 
in  emissions  resulting  from 
implementation  of  the  applicable 
implementation  plan  and  applicable 
Federal  air  pollutant  control  regulations 
and  other  permanent  and  enforceable 
reductions; 

(4)  The  Administrator  has  fully 
approved  a  maintenance  plan  for  the 
area  as  meeting  the  requirements  of 
section  175  A;  and 

(5)  The  State  containing  such  area  has 
met  all  requirements  applicable  to  the 
area  under  section  110  and  part  D  of  the 
CAA. 

The  Wisconsin  redesignation  request 
for  the  Milwaukee  sub-city 
nonattainment  area  meets  the  five 


requirements  of  section  107(d)(3Hfi}- 
The  following  is  a  description  of  how 
the  State’s  request  has  fulfilled  each  of 
these  CAA  requirements. 

1.  Attainment  of  the  S02  NAAQS 

The  nonattainment  designation  for  the 
Milwaukee  area  was  based  on,  in  total, 
six  violations  of  the  24-bour  primary 
SO2  standard  between  1977  and  1979. 
The  highest  24-hour  concentration 
recorded  was  608  micrograms  per  cubic 
meter.  Monitoring  data  submitted  by  the 
WDNR  show  that  there  have  been  no 
monitored  violations  of  the  ambient  SO2 
standards  in  the  Milwaukee  area  since 
1979.  USEPA  redesignation  policy 
requires  that  at  least  eight  consecutive 
quarters  with  no  violations  be  achieved 
before  an  area  can  be  redesignated  to 
attainment.  The  ambient  data  in 
Milwaukee  support  the  redesignatioa  of 
this  area. 

Along  with  the  redesignation  request, 
a  dispersion  modelirg  analysis  was 
submitted  that  shows  that  the  primary 
and  secondary  SO2  NAACJS  will  not  be 
violated  with  all  facilities  in  the  area 
operating  at  the  SIP-allowable  limits 
that  were  approved  in  1989.  The  State’s 
modeling  analysis  which  showed 
attainment  of  &e  NAAQS  at  the  SIP 
limits  used  the  RAM  model  and  was 
conducted  in  accordance  with  USEPA 
modeling  guidance.  The  modeling 
analysis  assumed  maximum  potential 
emissions  from  69  SO2  sources  in 
Milwaukee. 

2.  Fully  Approved  SIP 

Upon  notification  of  the  original 
nonattainment  designation,  WDNR 
developed  a  strategy  to  ensure 
attainment  of  the  SO2  standard  in 
Milwaukee  by  December  31, 1987.  This 
revision  to  the  Wisconsin  SIP  was 
submitted  to  USEPA  on  January  23, 

1984,  and  was  approved  in  final  by 
USEPA  on  September  6, 1989.  The  SIP 
revision  consisted  of  regulations  (NR 
418.04,  Wisconsin  Administrative  Code) 
that  were  effective  in  Milwaukee  as  of 
November  9, 1985. 

The  Milwaukee  SO2  reasonably 
available  control  technology  (RACTJ 
rules  (NR  418.04)  focused  on  setting 
emission  limitations  for  a  large  electric 
utility  source  in  Milwaukee  that  had 
been  responsible,  in  part,  for  the 
ambient  air  quality  violations. 
Meanwhile,  on  April  26, 1984,  USEPA 
notified  the  (k>vemor  of  Wisconsin  that 
the  Wisconsin  SO2  SIP  was  inadequate 
to  ensure  protection  of  the  primary  and 
secondary  NAAQS.  WIK4R  responded  to 
this  notice  of  SIP  deficiency  with 
numerous  rules  and  Administrative 
Orders  as  a  revision  to  its  Statewide  SIP. 
WDNR  submitted  an  Administrative 
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Order  for  the  University  of  Wisconsin- 
Milwaukee  (UWM)  to  USEPA  as  a 
source-specific  SIP  revision  to  the 
Wisconsin  SIP  on  October  2, 1986. 
USEPA  proposed  to  disapprove  WDNR’s 
redesignation  request  on  May  24, 1990, 
because  this  source-specific  SIP  revision 
had  been  included  as  part  of 
Wisconsin’s  Statewide  SO2  Rules  SIP 
revision  package,  which  had  not  yet 
undergone  final  rulemaking.  For  that 
reason,  an  adequate,  fully  approved  SIP 
had  not  been  in  place  for  the  Milwaukee 
County  nonattainment  area  prior  to  the 
approval  of  the  Statewide  SO2  Rules. 

The  May  24, 1990,  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  noted  that  if  USEPA 
ultimately  approved  Wisconsin’s 
Statewide  SO2  Rules,  the  State  might 
wish  to  request  again  the  redesignation 
of  the  county  to  attainment  based  upon 
the  redesignation  criteria  applicable  at 
that  time.  Rather  than  doing  so,  WDNR 
elected  to  request  USEPA  to  withhold 
the  final  rulemaking  on  this 
redesignation  until  the  Statewide  SIP 
revision  had  undergone  final 
rulemaking.  In  that  notice,  USEPA  is 
approving  the  source-specific  SIP 
revision  for  UWM.  As  a  result  of  the 
final  rulemaking  on  the  Statewide  rules, 
an  adequate  fully  approved  SIP  is  now 
in  place  in  Milwaukee  County  and  the 
redesignation  request  can  be  approved. 

3.  Air  Quality  Improvement  From 
Permanent  and  Enforceable  Emissions 
Reductions 

USEPA  approved  the  control 
sh-ategies  contained  within  Wisconsin’s 
SIP  revisions  for  the  Milwaukee  SO2 
nonattainment  area  on  September  6, 

1989  (54  FR  36965),  and  also  in  the  final 
rulemaking  on  Wisconsin’s  Statewide 
SO2  Rules.  Thus,  the  emission 
reductions  achieved  as  a  result  of  those 
rules  are  federally  enforceable. 
Additionally,  the  regulations  have  no 
expiration  date  and  are  therefore 
permanent. 

4.  A  Fully  Approved  Maintenance  Plan 

WDNR  submitted  a  maintenance  plan 
for  the  Milwaukee  SO2  nonattainment 
area  on  June  12, 1992.  This  maintenance 
plan  satisfies  the  requirements  of 
section  175A  of  the  CAA,  42  U.S.C.A. 
7505(a),  as  was  discussed  in  section  2a 
of  this  notice  and  reviewed  below. 

Section  175 A  provides  that  a 
maintenance  plan  must  demonstrate 
continued  aitainment  of  the  applicable 
NAAQS  for  at  least  ten  years  after  the 
area  is  redesignated.  Section  175 A  also 
requires  that  each  maintenance  plan 
contain  contingency  provisions 
necessary  to  assure  that  the  State  will 
promptly  correct  anj’  violation  of  the 


NAAQS  which  may  occur  after 
redesignation  of  the  area  to  attainment. 

The  maintenance  plan  submitted  by 
WDNR  contains  an  attainment 
emissions  inventory  which  identifies 
the  level  of  emissions  in  the  Milwaukee 
nonattainment  area  at  the  time  of 
attainment.  The  submitted  plan  lists  the 
actual  emissions  of  the  three  significant 
sources  of  SO2  in  the  Milwaukee 
nonattainment  area  for  1985  to  1990. 

The  plan  compared  these  emissions  to 
the  allowable  emissions  for  each  facility 
according  to  the  SIP.  The  actual 
emissions  were  at  most,  in  any  of  the  six 
years,  only  30  percent  of  the  allowable 
emissions.  The  plan  then  demonstrates 
maintenance  of  the  NAAQS  by  showing 
that  the  future  emissions  of  SO2  will  not 
exceed  the  level  of  the  attainment 
inventory.  This  demonstration  required 
the  State  to  project  emissions  for  the  10- 
year  period  following  redesignation. 
Wisconsin’s  plan  projects  that  the 
emissions  will  not  change  substantially 
from  the  attainment  inventory  within 
the  next  ten  years.  The  Milwaukee 
maintenance  plan  also  indicates  that  the 
State  will  track  the  progress  of  the  plan 
by  compiling  a  yearly  emission 
inventory  of  SO2  in  Milwaukee  and 
comparing  the  level  of  emissions  to  that 
of  the  attainment  inventory  and  that 
allowed  in  the  SIP. 

The  plan  also  requires  that  ambient 
air  quality  monitoring  continue  to 
operate  in  the  area  after  redesignation  to 
attainment.  The  monitoring  in 
Milwaukee  conforms  to  USEPA’s 
SLAMS  requirements.  WDNR 
committed  in  its  maintenance  plan  to 
continue  operation  of  its  monitoring 
program  in  Milwaukee  for  the  next  ten 
years. 

In  terms  of  contingency  provisions, 
the  maintenance  plan  notes  that  WDNR 
has  the  authority  in  its  State’s  statutes 
to  enforce  against  ambient  and  emission 
limit  violations.  The  State’s  new  source 
review  program  will  ensure  that  new 
emissions  sources  are  considered  and 
that  air  quality  modeling  will  be 
performed  to  determine  air  quality 
impacts  in  Milwaukee  for  any  major 
modifications  to  SO2  facilities  or  new 
SO2  sources. 

As  discussed  above,  the  maintenance 
plan  submitted  by  WDNR  as  part  of  the 
redesignation  request  for  the  Milwaukee 
primary  sulfur  dioxide  nonattainment 
area  satisfies  the  USEPA  requirements 
for  such  plans  in  its  existing  SIP 
requirements  for  monitoring,  emission 
inventories,  and  new  source  review. 


5.  SIP  Meets  Relevant  Requirements 
Under  Section  110  and  Part  D  of  the 
CAA 

a.  Section  110  Requirements:  USEPA 
approved  in  1992  a  revision  to 
Wisconsin’s  sulfur  dioxide  SIP  for  one 
source  in  the  Milwaukee  SO2 
nonattainment  area  (University  of 
Wisconsin  at  Milwaukee)  as  the  revision 
was  determined  to  meet  the 
requirements  of  section  110(a)(2)  of  the 
CAA,  as  amended.  For  more  information 
regarding  Wisconsin’s  Statewide  SO2 
SIP,  the  reader  is  referred  to  the 
technical  support  documents  associated 
with  the  notices  of  proposed  and  final 
rulemaking  for  the  Wisconsin  Statewide 
SO2  Rules. 

As  noted  above,  USEPA  approved  the 
Milwaukee  SIP  on  September  6, 1989, 
after  having  concluded  that  the  plan 
satisfied  CAA  requirements.  However, 
the  Clean  Air  Amendments  of  1990 
modified  several  of  the  section  110 
requirements  to  which  the  1989  SIP 
revision  was  subject.  USEPA  has 
reviewed  the  existing  Milwaukee  SIP  for 
conformance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Clean  Air  Act  Amendments  enacted  on 
November  15, 1990.  The  Agency  has 
determined  that  the  existing  plan  does 
conform  with  the  new  requirements 
irrespective  of  the  fact  that  the  submittal 
preceded  the  date  of  enactment  of  the 
amendments  to  section  110.  That  is,  the 
Wisconsin  plan:  includes  enforceable 
emission  limitations  with  schedules  and 
timetables  for  compliance,  provides  for 
the  operation  of  air  quality  monitors, 
and  includes  a  program  to  provide  for 
the  enforcement  of  the  emission  limits. 

b.  Part  D  Requirements:  Similarly, 
both  the  Statewide  SO2  SIP  and  the 
existing  Milwaukee  SIP  meet  the 
requirements  of  Part  D  of  the  CAA, 
including  section  172(c),  42  U.S.C.A. 
7502(c).  This  is,  the  Wisconsin  plan: 
Provides  for  the  implementation  of  all 
reasonably  available  control  measures  as 
expeditiously  as  practicable,  provides 
for  reasonable  further  progress  towards 
attainment,  includes  an  inventory  of 
actual  emissions  horn  all  sources  in  the 
nonattainment  area,  requires  permits  for 
the  construction  and  operation  of  new 
and  modified  major  stationary  sources 
in  the  area,  and  includes  sufficient 
contingency  measures. 

As  discussed  above,  the  request 
submitted  by  the  WDNR  to  redesigiiai»^ 
the  Milwaukee  primary  sulfur  dioxide 
nonattainment  area  to  attainment 
satisfies  the  requirements  for  such 
redesignations  as  outlined  in  section 
107(d)(3)  of  the  CAA.  Therefore,  USEPA 
is  approving  this  redesignation  request 
in  today’s  Federal  Register. 
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in.  CoDclusioti 

Final  Action 

The  United  States  Environmental 
Protertitsn  Agency  (USEPA)  received  a 
request  from  &e  Wisconsin  Department 
of  Nahnal  Resources  (WDNR)  on  May 
12. 1986,  to  redesignate  a  portion  of 
Milwaukee  County  from  primary 
nonattainment  to  attainment  of  the 
sulfur  dioxide  national  ambient  air 
quality  standards  (NAAQS).  This 
redesignation  request  has  been  reviewed 
and  USEPA’s  comntents  on  the  plan's 
provisions  are  detailed  in  the  te^nical 
support  document  for  this  action.  Based 
on  me  technical  review  of  the 
redesignation  request,  U^PA,  pursuant 
to  this  notice,  is  approving  the 
Milwaukee  maintenance  plan  SIP 
revision  and  is  redesignating  this 
portion  of  Milwaukee  County  to 
attainment.  Further,  this  led^ignation 
is  being  processed  as  a  direct  final  due 
to  its  expected  noncontroversial  nature. 

Because  USEPA  considers  today’s 
action  noncontroversial  and  routicte.  we 
are  approving  it  today  without  prior 
proposal  The  action  will  beooim 
efie^ve  on  July  23. 1993.  However,  if 
we  receive  notice  by  June  23, 1993  that 
someone  wishes  to  submit  critical 
comments,  then  USEPA  will  publirii:  (1) 
A  notice  that  withdraws  the  action,  and 
(2)  a  notice  that  begins  a  new 
rulemaking  by  proposing  the  action  and 
establishing  a  comment  period. 

Under  5  U.S.C.  605(b).  the 
Administrator  has  certified  that 
redesignations  do  not  have  a  significant 
econoniic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities  (See  46  FR 
8709). 

The  Agency  has  reviewed  this  request 
for  revision  of  the  federally  approved 
State  Implementation  Plan  for 
conformance  with  the  provisions  of  the 


1990  Amendments  enacted  on 
Novendwr  15, 1990.  The  Agency  has 
determined  that  this  action  conforms 
with  those  requirements. 

Under  section  307(b)(1)  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act.  petitions  for  judicial  review  of 
this  action  must  be  filed  in  the  United 
States  Court  of  Appeals  for  &e 
appropriate  circuit  by  July  23.  1993. 
Filing  a  petition  lor  reconsideration  by 
the  Administrator  of  fills  final  rule  does 
not  affect  the  finality  of  this  rule  for  the 
purposes  of  judicial  review  nor  does  it 
extend  the  time  within  which  a  petition 
for  judicial  review  may  be  filed,  and 
shall  not  postpone  the  effectiveness  of 
such  rule  or  action.  This  action  may  not 
be  <hellenged  later  in  proceedings  to 
enforce  its  requirements  (see  section 
307(b){2)l 

List  of  Subjects 
40CFRPart52 

Air  pollution  control,  Carbon 
monoxide.  Intergovernmental  relations, 
Lead,  Nitrogen  dioxide.  Ozone, 
Particulate  matter.  Reporting  and 
recordkeeping  requirements.  Sulfur 
oxides.  Volatile  organic  compounds. 

40  CFR  Part  81 

Air  pollution  control  National  parks, 
Wildexness  areas. 

Dated;  October  9, 1992. 

Valdas  V.  Adamkus, 

Regional  Administrator. 

Note:  This  document  was  received  at  the 
Office  of  the  Federal  Register  on  May  13, 
1993. 

40  CFR  parts  52  and  61  are  amended 
as  follows; 

PART  52-{AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citcdion  for  part  52 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 


Au&erity:  42  U.S.fl  74Qt-7671q. 

Subpart  YY— Wfacon^n 

2.  Section  52.2570  is  amended  by 
adding  paragraph  (cK63Hu)(B)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  52.2570  Identification  of  plan. 
***** 

(c)  •  *  * 

(63)  *  *  * 

(ii)*  *  • 

(B)  On  June  12, 1992,  Wisc:onsin  DNR 
submitted  its  SOs  maintenaiu:e  plan  for 
the  City  of  Milwaulcee,  Milwaul^ 
County. 

***** 

3.  Section  52.2575  is  amended  by 
adding  paragraph  (b)(2)  to  read  as 
follows; 

§  52.2575  Control  strategy:  sulfur  dioxide. 
*  *  *  *  * 

(b)  *  *  * 

(2)  An  SO2  maintenance  plan  was 
submitted  by  the  State  of  Wiscmisin  on 
June  12, 1992,  for  the  Qty  of 
Milwaukee,  Milwaukee  County. 

PART  81— (AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  81 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  42  U.S.C.  .’401-7642. 

2.  Section  81.350  is  amended  in  the 
attainment  status  designation  table  for 
SO2  under  AQCR  239  by  revising  the 
entry  for  Milwaukee  County  to  read  as 
follows: 

§81.350  Wfsoonsin. 
***** 


Designated  area 


Wisconsin— SO2 


Does  not  meet  primary  Does  not  meat  secorrdary 
starxlards  standards 


Cannot  be  Better  than 

classified  naoional  standards 


AQCR  239:  . . . . 

*  •  a  *  «  a 

MUwaukea  Counfy _  _ _ _ _ _ _ _  _ _ _ _ _  X 
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!FR  Doc.  93-11699  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am) 
WLUNQ  CODE  mO-EO-M 


40  CFR  Parte  52  and  81 
[Wl  12-1-5277;  FRL^«532-3] 

Designation  of  Araae  tor  AkOuality 
Planning  Purposes:  Wisconsin; 
Appiov^  and  Promulgation  of 
Im^eroentation  Plans  Oasignation  of 
Areas  for  Air  Quality  Planning 
Purposar,  Madison  Sulfur  Dioxide 
Maintenance  Plan  and  Redesignation 
Request 

AGENCY:  United  States  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (USEPA). 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  A  dispersion  modeling 
analysis  and  ambient  air  quality  data 
from  WTS  to  1991  indicate  that  the 
Madison  sulfur  dioxide  (SO2) 
nonattainment  area  has  attained  the 
National  Ambient  Air  Quality  Standard 
(NAAQS)  for  SO2.  Additionally^  in 
accordance  with  the  Clean  Air  Act 
Amendments  of  1990,  the  Stale  of 
Wisconsin  has  submitted  a  maintenance 
plan  for  SOa  which  pro)ects  continued 
attainment  of  the  SO2  NAAQS  in  the 
Madison  area.  USEPA  is  approving  in 
this  notice:  the  Madison  SO2 
maintenance  plan  as  a  revision  to  the 
State  Implementation  Plan  (SlPl  to 
achieve  air  quality  standards  in  the 
State  of  Wisconsin  and  the  Madison 
Sulfur  Dioxide  redesignation  request. 
USEPA’s  action  is  ba^  upon  a 
redesignation  request  which  was 
submitted  by  the  State  of  Wisconsin  on 
December  22. 1986,  and  a  maintenance 
plan  SIP  revision  which  was  submitted 
on  June  8, 1992.  The  intended  effects  of 
this  action  era  to  approve  the  Madison 
maintenance  plan  as  a  SIP  revision  and 
to  redesignate  a  portion  of  Dane  County 
from  nonattainment  to  attainment  of  the 
primary  national  ambient  air  quality 
standards  for  sulfur  dioxide. 

DATES:  These  actions  will  be  effective  on 
July  23. 1993  unless  notice  is  received 
by  June  23. 1993  that  someone  wishes 
to  submit  adverse  or  critical  comments. 
Such  notice  may  be  sidnnitted  to 
Carlton  Nash  m  the  USEPA  Regional 
Office  address  listed  below.  If  the 
effective  date  is  delayed,  timely  xratioe 
will  be  published  in  the  Federal 
RegielerfFRJ. 

ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  die  State 
submittal  and  U^PA*6  technical 
analysis  for  this  action  are  available  for 
public  inspection  during  normal 
business  hours  at  the  following  address; 
(It  is  recommended  that  you  telephone 


Patrick  D.  Dolwick  at  <312j  886-6053, 
before  visiting  the  Region  S  Office).  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency, 

Region  5,  Air  and  Radiation  Division.  77  , 
West  Jackson  Boulevard,  C3iicago, 

Illinois  60604. 

Written  comments  should  be:  Carlton 
Nash.  Chief,  Regulation  Development 
Section,  Air  Toxics  and  Radiation 
Branch  (AT-18J).  Region  5,  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency.  77 
West  Jackson  Boulevard,  Chicago, 

Illinois  60604. 

FOR  FURTHER  WPORMATION  CONTACT*. 
Patrick  D.  Dolwick,  Air  Toxics  and 
Radiation  Branch,  Regulation 
Development  Section  {AT-18J),  Region 
5,  U.S.  Environmental  Protectioo 
Agency,  77  West  Jackson  Boulevard, 
Chicago,  niinois  60604,  t312)  886-6053. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

I.  Background  Informatkm 

Based  on  monitored  violations  of  the 
primary  sulfur  dioxide  NAAQS  in  1977 
and  the  State's  request  to  redesignate, 
the  United  States  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (USEPA)  designated 
a  sub-dty  area  of  Madisem,  Wisconsin, 
located  in  Dane  County  as  a  primary 
nonattainment  area  for  SO2  on  Mar^  3, 
1979.  As  a  result,  the  State  revised  its 
SO2  SIP  to  control  the  emissions  that 
precipitated  the  violations  in  Madison. 
On  December  22. 1966.  the  Wisconsin 
Department  of  Natural  Resources 
(WDNRJ  requested  USEPA  to 
redesignate  this  portion  of  Dane  County 
from  Donattaiiunent  to  attainment  of  the 
primary  SO2  NAAQS. 

The  nonattainment  area  in  Madison  is 
defined  in  title  40.  chapter  81.350  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations.  The  area  is 
bounded  by  the  comer  of  Sherman 
Avenue  and  Vahlen  Street,  east  to  the 
comer  of  Vahlen  Street  and  Packers 
Avenue,  south  to  the  comer  of  Packers 
Avenue  and  Aberg  Avenue,  southeast  to 
the  comer  of  Aberg  Avenue  and  East 
Washington  Avenue,  west  to  the 
intersection  of  East  Washington  Avenue 
and  Yahara  River,  northwest  to  l&te 
intersection  of  Yahara  River  and 
Sherman  Avenue,  and  back  norA  to  the 
comer  of  Sherman  Avenue  and  Vahlen 
Street 

USEPA  proposed  on  May  24, 1990, 

(55  FR  21391)  to  disapprove  Ais 
redesignation  request  because  Dane 
County,  Wisconsin  did  not  have  an 
adequate,  fully  approved  SO2  SIP  for  Ae 
area  at  Aat  time.  U^^A  has  since 
approved  in  final  Ae  Wisconsin 
Statewide  SO2  Rules.  The  final  federal 
approval  of  these  rufos  results  in  an 
ad^uate,  folly  approved  SOj  SIP  for  Ae 
nonattainmer  t  portion  of  Dane  County. 
As  a  result,  US^A  is  approving  the 


! 
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redesignation  request  in  today's  final 
mlsmaking.  A  technical  support 
document  dated  June  9, 1992.  is 
available  to  provide  a  more  detailed 
discussion  of  Ais  action. 

IL  Review  of  State  Submittals 

A.  Maintenance  Plan 

Section  107(d)(3)(E)  of  Ae  emended 
Act  stipulates  Aat  for  an  wea  to  be 
redesignated  from  nonattainmmit  to 
attainment  Ae  State  must  submk,  in 
accordance  with  section  175  A  of  Ae 
Act.  a  maintenance  plan  for  any  area 
Aat  Ae  State  requests  be  redesignated. 
This  plan  must  provide  for  maintenance 
of  Ae  standard  for  at  least  ten  years 
from  Ae  anticipated  date  of 
redesignation.  Ei^t  years  after  Ae 
redesignation  date,  the  State  will  he 
required  to  revise  its  SIP  to  provide  for 
maintenance  in  Ae  affected  area  for  an 
additional  ten  year  period.  According  to 
USEPA  guidance  as  ouAned  m  Ae 
General  Preamble  for  Ae 
Implementation  of  title  I  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act  Amendments  of  1990  (57  FR 
13498),  Ae  maintenance  plan  consists 
of  three  basic  components;  An  emission 
inventory,  a  maintenance 
demonstration,  and  contingency 
measures.  USEPA  redesignation  policy 
(as  outlined  in  a  September  4, 1992, 
memorandum  horn  John  Calcagni. 
Director,  Air  Quality  Management 
Division  to  the  Regional  Air  Division 
Directors)  lists  five  core  provisions  Aat 
a  plan  miist  omtain  in  ord«’  to  ensure 
maintenance  of  the  standards:  an 
attainment  inventory. «  maintenance 
demonstration,  a  monitoring  network, 
verification  of  continued  attainment 
and  a  contingency  plan. 

1.  Attainment  Inventory 

As  part  of  its  maintenance  plan,  Ae 
State  must  develop  an  attainment 
emission  inventory  to  identify  the  level 
of  emissions  in  Ae  area  at  Ae  time  of 
attainment.  The  plan  submitted  by 
WDNR  details  Ae  allowable  and  1985- 
1990  actual  emissions  ftora  Ae  seven 
SO2  sources  in  Ae  Madison 
nonattainment  area.  This  emission 
inventory  was  prepared  in  accordance 
wiA  USEPA’s  guidance  on  inventories. 
Since  the  State  has  made  an  adequate 
demonstration  Aat  air  quality  hsis 
improved  as  a  result  of  the  SSP  (as  will 
be  discussed  in  subsequent  pan^r^hs), 
Ae  attainment  inventory  for  MaAson 
will  be  Ae  actual  inventory  for  1988. 
This  year  had  Ae  highest  total  of  SQt 
emissions  without  an  enceedanoe  of  Ae 
NAAQS:  9659.86  tons  per  yeM. 
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2.  Maintenance  Demonstration 

According  to  USEPA  redesignation 

policy,  a  State  may  generally 
demonstrate  maintenance  of  the 
NAAQS  by  either  showing  that  (1) 
futiue  emissions  of  a  pollutant  or  its 
precursors  will  not  exceed  the  level  of 
the  attainment  inventory,  or  (2)  by 
modeling  to  show  that  the  future  mix  of 
sources  and  emission  rates  will  not 
cause  a  violation  of  the  NAAQS.  The 
Madison  plan  demonstrates  attainment 
by  using  ^e  first  approach.  WDNR 
provided  assurance  in  its  plan  that  the 
sources  responsible  for  over  90  percent 
of  the  emissions  in  the  Madison 
nonattainment  area  will  not  be 
increasing  its  SO2  emissions  beyond  the 
attainment  inventory.  As  such,  the  State 
is  not  expecting  significant  growth  in 
SO2  in  the  ten  years  of  the  maintentmce 
plan. 

3.  Monitoring  Network 

Once  an  area  has  been  redesignated, 
the  State  should  continue  to  operate  an 
appropriate  air  quality  monitoring 
network,  in  accordance  with  40 
part  58.  to  verify  the  attainment  status 
of  the  area.  The  maintenance  plan  for 
Madison  contains  provisions  for 
continued  operation  of  air  quality 
monitors  that  will  provide  such 
verification.  WDNR  operates  a  State  and 
Local  monitoring  system  (SLAMS)  SO2 
monitor  in  the  hteaison  area  and  has 
committed  to  continued  operation  of 
this  site. 

4.  Verification  of  Continued  Attainment 

Each  State  should  ensure  in  its 

maintenance  plan  that  it  has  the  legal 
authority  to  implement  and  enforce  all 
measures  necessary  to  attain  and  to 
maintain  the  NAAQS.  One  such 
measure  is  the  acquisition  of  ambient 
and  source  emission  data  to 
demonstrate  attainment  and 
maintenance.  USEPA  redesignation 
policy  requires  the  State  to  indicate  in 
its  maintenance  plan  how  the 
attainment  status  of  the  area  will  be 
tracked.  The  Madison  plan  relies  on 
WDNR’s  authority  under  a  number  of 
State  rules  to  require  the  annual 
reporting  of  emissions  information.  The 
State  pledged  to  track  the  progress  of  the 
Madison  SIP  every  year  through  the 
updating  of  the  emissions  inventory. 
WDNR  also  has  the  ability  under  its  new 
source  permitting  program  to  account 
for  changes  in  the  area's  total  emissions 
that  arise  fix>m  new  SO2  sources  that 
locate  in  the  Madison  area. 

5.  Contingency  Plan 

Section  175  A  of  the  Act  requires  that 
a  maintenance  plan  include  contingency 
provisions,  as  necessary,  to  promptly  ' 


correct  any  violation  of  the  NAAQS  that 
occiurs  after  redesignation  of  the  area. 
Unlike  their  coimterparts  required  by 
section  172(c)(9),  the  maintenance 
plan’s  contingency  measiures  are  not 
required  to  take  effect  without  further 
action  from  the  State  or  USEPA.  In  the 
plan  submitted  by  WDNR,  the’State  will 
rely  upon  its  authority  under  State  law 
to  promptly  correct  any  violation  of  the 
NAAQS.  Upon  determining  source 
culpability,  the  State  will  either:  (1) 
Enforce  the  emission  limit  violation(s) 
that  caused  the  exceedance  of  the 
NAAQS  or  (2)  prepare  administrative 
orders  and/or  a  revision  of  the  existing 
State  Implementation  Plan  if  the 
existing  SIP  was  insufficient  to  attain 
the  standards.  As  noted  in  the  General 
Preamble,  for  SO2  programs,  USEPA 
interprets  "contingency  measures”  to 
mean  that  the  State  agency  has  a 
comprehensive  program  to  identify 
sources  of  violations  of  the  SO2  NAAQS 
and  to  undertake  an  aggressive  follow¬ 
up  for  compliance  and  enforcement, 
including  expedited  procedures  for 
establishing  enforceable  consent 
agreements  pending  the  adoption  of 
revised  SIPs.  Therefore,  US^A  has 
determined  that  the  maintenance  plan's 
contingency  provisions,  as  well  as  the 
plan  itself,  are  adequate  to  ensure  the 
SO2  standards  in  Madison. 

B.  Redesignation  Request 

According  to  section  107(d)(3)(E)  of 
the  Clean  Air  Act,  42  U.S.C.A.  7407,  as 
amended  by  the  Clean  Air  Act 
Amendments  of  1990,  (West  1983  & 
Supp.  1991)  (CAA),  USEPA  may  not 
promulgate  a  redesignation  of  a 
nonattainment  area  to  attainment  unless 
the  following  five  conditions  are 
satisfied: 

(1)  The  Administrator  has  determined 
that  the  area  has  attained  the  NAAQS; 

(2)  The  Administrator  has  fully 
approved  the  applicable 
implementation  plan  for  the  area  under 
section  llO(k); 

(3)  The  Administrator  determines  that 
the  improvement  in  air  quality  is  due  to 
permanent  and  enforceable  reductions 
in  emissions  resulting  from 
implementing  of  the  applicable 
implementation  plan  and  applicable 
Federal  air  pollutant  control  regulations 
and  other  permanent  and  enforceable 
reductions; 

(4)  The  Administrator  has  fully 
approved  a  maintenance  plan  for  the 
area  as  meeting  the  requirements  of 
section  175A;  and 

(5)  The  State  containing  such  area  has 
met  all  requirements  applicable  to  the 
area  under  section  110  and  Part  D  of  the 
CAA. 


The  Wisconsin  redesignation  request 
for  the  Madison  sub-city  nonattainment 
area  meets  the  five  requirements  of 
section  107(d)(3)(E).  The  following  is  a 
description  of  how  the  State's  request 
has  fulfilled  each  of  these  CAA 
requirements. 

1.  Attainment  of  the  SO2  NAAQS 

The  nonattainment  designation  for  the 
Madison  area  was  based  on  three 
violations  of  the  24-hour  primary  SCh 
standard  in  1977.  The  highest  24-hour 
concentration  recorded  was  470 
micrograms  per  cubic  meter.  Monitoring 
data  submitted  by  the  WDNR  show  that 
there  have  been  no  monitored  violations 
of  the  ambient  SO2  standards  in  the 
Madison  area  since  1977.  USEPA 
redesignation  policy  requires  that  at 
least  eight  consecutive  quarters  with  no 
violations  be  achieved  before  an  area 
can  be  redesignated  to  attainment.  The 
ambient  data  in  Madison  support  the 
redesignation  of  this  area. 

Along  with  the  redesignation  request, 
a  dispersion  modeling  analysis  was 
submitted  that  shows  that  the  primary 
and  secondary  SO2  NAAQS  will  not  be 
violated  with  all  facilities  in  the  area 
operating  at  the  SIP-allowable  limits 
that  were  approved  in  1981  and  1982. 
The  State’s  modeling  analysis  which 
showed  attainment  of  the  NAAQS  at  the 
SIP  limits  used  the  RAM  model  and  was 
conducted  in  accordance  with  USEPA 
modeling  guidance.  The  modeling 
analysis  assumed  maximum  potential 
emissions  from  seven  SO2  sources  in 
Madison. 

2.  Fully  Approved  SIP 

Upon  notification  of  the  original 
nonattainment  designation,  WDNR 
developed  a  strategy  to  ensure 
attainment  of  the  SO2  standard  in 
Madison  by  December  31, 1982.  This 
revision  to  the  Wisconsin  SIP  was 
approved  in  final  by  USEPA  on  April  9, 
1981  (46  FR  21165).  The  SIP  revision 
consisted  of  regulations  (NR  418.03, 
Wisconsin  Administrative  Code)  that 
were  effective  in  Madison  as  of 
December  1, 1979. 

However,  on  July  8, 1985,  USEPA 
revised  the  stack  height  regulations, 
which  required  all  States  to  revise  their 
existing  plans  for  conformity  with  the 
revised  regulations.  These  revisions 
affected  two  sources  in  the  Madison 
nonattaiment  area:  the  University  of 
Wisconsin  (UW)-Madison  (Charter 
Street)  and  the  Oscar  Mayer  Company. 
In  both  cases,  WDNR  submitted 
Administrative  Orders  to  USEPA  as 
source-specific  SIP  revisions  to  the 
Wisconsin  SIP  on  October  17, 1986. 
USEPA  proposed  to  disapprove  WDNR’ 
redesignation  request  on  May  24, 1990, 
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because  these  two  soiifoe-specific  SIP 
revisions  had  been  included  as  part  of 
Wisconsin’s  Statewide  SO2  RuIm  SIP 
revision  package  which  had  not  yet 
undergfMie  hnel  rulemaking.  For  that 
reason,  a  fully  approved  Sff  has  not 
been  in  place  for  Dane  County  prior  to 
the  approval  of  the  Wisconsin  Statewide 
SO2  Rules. 

The  May  24, 1990,  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  (NPR)  noted  that  if  USEPA 
ultimately  approved  Wisconsin’s 
Statewide  SO2  Rules,  the  State  might 
wish  to  request  again  the  redesignation 
of  the  county  to  attainment  bas^  upon 
the  redesignation  criteria  applicable  at 
that  time.  Rather  than  doing  so.  WDNR 
requested  that  USEPA  witlmold  the 
hnal  rulemaking  on  this  redesignalion 
until  the  VTisconsin  Statewide  SO2  SIP 
revision  had  undergone  final 
rulemaking.  USEPA  published  an  NPR 
on  the  Wisconsin  State«nde  Sulfur 
Dioxide  Rules  on  January  2, 1992  (57  FR 
24).  In  this  notice,  USEPA  proposed  to 
approve  the  source-specific  SIP 
revisions  for  Madison  draft  had  been 
submitted,  including  the  plans  for  UW- 
Madison  (Charter  Street)  and  Oscar 
Mayer  Ihe  notice  of  final  raleraeddng 
on  Wisconsin’s  Statewide  SO2  Rules 
was  also  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  in  1992. 

USEPA’s  Stack  Height  Regulations 
apply  to  stacks  (and  souroes)  in 
existence  and  dispersimi  techniques 
implemented  on  or  after  Deceml^  31, 
1970.  Stack  height  credit  for  the  purpose 
of  est^lishing  an  emission  limitation  is 
restricted  to  good  engineering  practice 
(GEP)  (i.e.,  65  meters  or  the  Gff  formula 
height,  whichever  is  greater).  Credit  for 
dispersion  techniques  (e.g.  merged 
stacks)  is  generally  prohibited,  with  a 
few  exceptions,  siich  as  if  total 
plantwide  allowable  SO2  emissions  at  a 
facility  are  less  than  5000  tons  per  year. 
On  October  17, 1986,  Wisconsin 
submitted  a  site-specific  SIP  revision  for 
Oscar  Mayer  whi^  limited  total 
plantwide  emissions  from  Oscar  Mayer 
to  4500  terns  per  year  (in  addition  to 
Oscar  Mayer’s  federally  enfoi'ceable 
emission  limitations  approved  by 
USEPA  on  April  9, 1981  (46  FR  21165) 
and  April  13. 1982  (47  FR  15783)). 

Thus,  merged  stack  credit  can  be 
granted  for  this  source.  WDNR  also 
submitted  a  site-specific  SIP  revision  for 
UW -Madison  (Charter  Street)  on 
October  17, 1986,  which  revised  the 
emission  limit  for  this  source  to  that 
which  was  shown  bv  the  modeling  to  be 
necessary  to  attain  tne  NAAQS:  3.18 
poimds  of  S02/mmBTU. 

For  the  above  reasons,  these  two 
source-specific  SIP  revisions  are  being 
approved  in  the  final  rulemaking  on  toe 
Wisconsin  Statewide  SO2  Rules.  As  a 


resuk  of  the  final  rulemaking  on  the 
Statewide  rules,  an  adequate  fiUly 
approved  SIP  is  imw  in  place  in  Dane 
County  and  the  redesignation  request 
can  be  approved. 

3.  Air  Quality  Improvement  From 
Permanent  end  Enfcwce^e  Emissions 
Reductions 

USEPA  approved  the  control 
strategies  contained  within  Wisconsin's 
SIP  revisions  for  the  Maefison  SO2 
nonattainment  area  on  April  9, 1981  (46 
FR  21165)  and  also  in  the  final 
rulemaking  on  Wisconsin’s  Statewide 
SO2  Rules.  Thus,  the  emission 
i.'eductions  achieved  as  a  result  of  those 
rules  are  federally  enforceable. 
Additionally,  the  regulations  have  no 
expiration  date  and  are  therefore 
permanent 

4.  A  Fully  Approved  Maintenance  Plan 

WDNR  submitted  a  maintenance  plan 
for  the  Madison  SO2  nonattainment  area 
on  June  9. 1992.  This  maintenance  plan 
satisfies  the  requirements  of  section 
175A  of  the  CAA,  42  U.S.CA.  7505W. 
as  was  discussed  in  section  2a  of  this 
notice  and  reviewed  below. 

Section  175 A  provides  that  a 
maintenance  plan  must  demonstrate 
continued  attainment  of  the  applicable 
NAAQS  for  at  least  ten  years  after  the 
area  is  redesignated.  Section  175A  also 
requires  that  each  maintenance  plan 
contain  contingency  provisions 
necessary  to  assure  t^t  the  State  will 
prcHnptly  correct  any  violation  of  the 
NAAQS  which  may  occur  after 
redesignation  of  the  area  to  attainment. 

The  maintenance  plan  submitted  by 
WDNR  contains  an  attainment 
emissions  inventory  which  identifies 
the  level  of  emissions  in  the  Madison 
nonattainment  area  at  the  time  of 
attainment.  The  submitted  plan  lists  the 
actual  emissions  of  the  seven  significant 
sources  of  SO2  in  the  Madison 
nonattainment  area  for  1985  to  1990. 

The  plan  compared  these  emissions  to 
the  allowable  emissions  for  eadi  facility 
according  to  the  SIP.  The  actual 
emissions  were  at  most,  in  any  of  the  six 
years,  only  15  percent  of  the  allowable 
emissions.  The  plan  then  demonstrates 
maintenance  of  the  NAAQS  by  showing 
that  the  future  emissions  of  SO2  will  not 
exceed  the  level  of  the  attainment 
inventory.  'This  demonstration  required 
the  State  to  project  emissions  for  the  10- 
year  period  following  redesignation. 
Wisconsin’s  plan  projects  that  the 
emissions  will  not  change  substantially 
fiem  the  attainment  inventory  within 
the  next  ten  years.  The  Madison 
maintenance  plan  also  indicates  that  the 
State  will  trac^  the  progress  of  the  plan 
by  compiling  a  yearly  emission 


inventory  of  SO2  in  Madison  and 
comparing  the  level  of  emissions  to  that 
of  the  attainment  inventory  and  thid 
allowed  in  the  SIP. 

The  plan  also  requires  that  ambient 
air  quality  monitoring  continue  to 
operate  in  the  area  after  redesi^iation  to 
attainment  The  monitoring  in  Madison 
conforms  to  USEPA’s  SLAMS 
requirements.  WDNR  committed  in  its 
maiotenance  plan  to  continue  opeiation 
of  its  monitoring  program  in  Madison 
for  the  next  ten  years. 

In  terms  of  contingency  provisions, 
the  mainteuance  plan  notes  that  WDNR 
has  the  authority  in  its  State’s  statutes 
to  enforce  against  ambient  and  emission 
limit  violations.  The  State’s  new  source 
review  program  will  ensure  that  new 
emissions  sources  are  oonskierod  and 
that  air  quality  modeling  will  be 
performed  to  determine  air  quality 
impacts  in  Madison  for  any  major 
mc^ficatkms  to  SO2  facilities  or  new 
SO2  sources. 

As  discussed  above,  the  maintenance 
plan  submitted  by  WDNR  as  pwt  of  the 
redesignation  request  for  the  Madison 
primary  sulftir  dioxide  nonattainment 
area  satisfies  the  USEPA  requirements 
for  such  plans  in  its  existmg  SIP 
requirements  for  monitoring,  emission 
inventories,  and  new  source  review. 

5.  SIP  Meets  Relevant  Requirements 
Under  Section  110  and  Part  D  of  the 
CAA 

a.  Section  110  Requirements:  USEPA 
approved  in  1992  a  revision  to 
Wisconsin’s  sulfur  dioxide  SIP  for  two 
sources  in  the  Madison  SO2 
nonattainment  area  as  the  revisions 
were  determined  to  meet  the 
requirements  of  section  110(a)(2)  of  the 
CAA,  as  amended.  For  more  information 
regarding  Wisconsin’s  Statewide  SO2 
SIP,  the  reader  is  referred  to  the 
technical  support  documents  associated 
with  the  notices  of  proposed  and  final 
rufomaking  for  the  Wisconsin  Statewide 
SO2  Rules. 

As  noted  above.  USEPA  approved  the 
Madison  SIP  on  April  9. 1981,  after 
having  concluded  that  the  plan  satisfied 
CAA  requirements.  However,  the  Clean 
Air  Act  Amendmmits  of  1990  modified 
several  of  the  section  110  requirements 
to  which  the  1989  SIP  revision  was 
subject.  USEPA  has  reviewed  the 
existing  Madison  SIP  for  conformance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Clean  Air  Act 
Amendments  enacted  on  November  15, 
1990.  The  Agency  has  determined  that 
the  existing  plan  does  conform  with  the 
new  requirements  irrespective  of  the 
fact  that  the  submittal  preceded  the  date 
of  enactment  of  the  amendments  to 
Section  110.  'That  is.  the  Wisconsin 
plan:  Includes  enforceable  emission 
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limitations  with  schedules  and 
timetables  for  compliance,  provides  for 
the  operation  of  air  quality  monitors, 
and  includes  a  program  to  provide  for 
the  enforcement  of  the  emission  limits. 

b.  Part  D  Requirements:  Similarly, 
both  the  Statewide  SO2  SIP  and  the 
existing  Madison  SIP  meet  the 
requirements  of  Part  D  of  the  CAA, 
induding  section  172(c),  42  U.S.C.A. 
7502(c).  That  is,  the  Wisconsin  plan: 
Provides  for  the  implementation  of  all 
reasonably  available  control  measures  as 
expeditiously  as  practicable,  provides 
for  reasonable  fu^er  progress  towards 
attainment,  includes  an  inventory  of 
actual  emissions  firom  all  soxirces  in  the 
nonattainment  area,  requires  permits  for 
the  construction  and  operation  of  new 
and  modified  major  stationary  sovut:es 
in  the  area,  and  includes  suffident 
contingency  measures. 

As  (uscussed  above,  the  request 
submitted  by  the  WDNR  to  redesignate 
the  Madison  primary  sulfur  dioxide 
nonattainment  area  to  attainment 
satisfies  the  requirements  for  such 
redesignations  as  outlined  in  section 
107(d)(3)  of  the  CAA.  Therefore,  USEPA 
is  approving  this  redesignation  request 
in  today’s  Federal  Register. 

m.  Conclusion 
Final  Action 

’The  United  States  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (USEPA)  received  a 
request  from  the  Wisconsin  Department 
of  Natural  Resources  (WDNR)  on 
December  22, 1986,  to  redesignate  a 
portion  of  Dane  County  from  primary 
nonattainment  to  attainment  of  the 
sulfur  dioxide  national  ambient  air 
quality  standards  (NAAQS).  This 
redesignation  request  has  been  reviewed 
and  USEPA 's  comments  on  the  plan's 
provisions  are  detailed  in  the  technical 
support  document  for  this  action.  Based 
on  the  technical  review  of  the 
redesignation  request,  USEPA,  pursuant 
to  this  notice,  is  approving  the  Madison 
maintenance  plan  SIP  revision  and  is 
redesignating  this  portion  of  Dane 
County  to  attainment.  Further,  this 
redesignation  is  being  processed  as  a 
direct  final  due  to  its  expected 
noncontroversial  nature. 


Because  USEPA  considers  today’s 
action  noncontroversial  and  routine,  we 
are  approving  it  today  without  prior 
proposal.  The  action  will  become 
effective  on  July  23, 1993.  However,  if 
we  receive  notice  by  June  23, 1993  that 
someone  wishes  to  submit  critical 
comments,  then  USEPA  will  publish:  (1) 
A  notice  that  withdraws  the  action,  and 
(2)  a  notice  that  begins  a  new 
rulemaking  by  proposing  the  action  and 
establishing  a  comment  period. 

Under  5  U.S.C.  605(b),  the 
Administrator  has  certified  that 
redesignations  do  not  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities  (See  46  FR 
8709). 

The  Agency  has  reviewed  this  request 
for  revision  of  the  federally  approved 
State  Implementation  Plan  for 
conformance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
1990  Amendments  enacted  on 
November  15, 1990.  The  Agency  has 
determined  that  this  action  conforms 
with  those  requirements. 

Under  section  307(b)(1)  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act,  petitions  for  judicial  review  of 
this  action  must  be  filed  in  the  United 
States  Court  of  Appeals  for  the 
appropriate  circuit  by  July  23, 1993. 
Filing  a  petition  for  reconsideration  by 
the  Administrator  of  this  final  rule  does 
not  affect  the  finality  of  this  rule  for  the 
purposes  of  judicial  review  nor  does  it 
extend  the  time  within  which  a  petition 
for  review  may  be  filed,  and  shall  not 
postpone  the  effectiveness  of  such  rule 
or  action.  This  action  may  not  be 
challenged  later  in  proceedings  to 
enforce  its  requirements  (see  section 
307(b)(2)). 

List  of  Subjects 

40  CFR  Part  52 

Air  pollution  control.  Carbon 
monoxide.  Intergovernmental  relations. 
Lead,  Nitrogen  dioxide.  Ozone, 
Particulate  matter.  Reporting  and 
recordkeeping  requirements.  Sulfur 
oxides.  Volatile  organic  compounds. 

40  CFR  Part  81 

Air  pollution  control.  National  parks; 
Wilderness  areas. 


Dated:  October  9, 1992. 

Valdas  V.  Adamkus, 

Regional  Administrator. 

Note:  This  document  was  received  at  the 
Office  of  the  Federal  Register  on  May  13, 
1993. 

40  CFR  parts  52  and  81  are  amended 
as  follows: 

PART  52— {AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  52 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority;  42  U.S.C  7401-7671q. 

Subpart  YY — Wisconsin 

2.  Section  52.2570  is  amended  by 
adding  paragraph  (c)(63)(ii)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  52.2570  Identification  of  plan. 
***** 

(c)*  *  • 

(63)*  *  * 

(ii)  Additional  information. 

(A)  On  June  9, 1992,  Wisconsin  DNR 
submitted  its  SO2  maintenance  plan  for 
the  City  of  Madison,  Dane  County. 

***** 

3.  Section  52.2575  is  amended  by 
adding  paragraph  (b)  to  read  as  follows; 

§52.2575  Control  strategy:  Sulfur  dioxide. 

***** 

(b)  Sulfur  dioxide  maintenance  plan. 
(1)  An  SO2  maintenance  plan  was 
submitted  by  the  State  of  Wisconsin  on 
June  9, 1992,  for  the  City  of  Madison, 
Dane  County. 

PART  81— [AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  81 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  42  U.S.C  7401-7642. 

2.  Section  81.350  is  amended  in  the 
attainment  status  designation  table  for 
SO2  under  AQCR  240  by  revising  the 
entry  for  Dane  County  and  removing 
footnote  1  at  the  end  of  the  table  to  read 
as  follows: 

§81.350  Wisconsin. 
***** 
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OFFICE  OF  PERSONNEL 
MANAGEMENT 

45  CFR  Part  801 

Voting  Rights  Program 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Personnel 
Management. 

ACTION:  Final  rule  with  request  for 
comments. 

SUMMARY:  The  Office  of  Personnel 
Management  (OPM)  is  establishing  a 
new  office  for  filing  applications  or 
complaints  under  the  Voting  Rights  Act 
of  1965,  as  amended.  The  Attorney 
General  has  determined  that  this 
designation  is  necessary  to  enforce  the 
guarantees  of  the  Fourteenth  and 
Fifteenth  amendments  to  the 
Constitution.  This  amendment 
establishes  Scott  County,  Mississippi,  as 
new  office  for  filing  applications  or 
complaints. 

DATES:  This  rule  is  effective  May  18, 
1993.  In  view  of  the  need  for  its 
publication  without  an  opportunity  for 
prior  comment,  comments  will  still  be 
considered.  To  be  timely,  comments 
must  be  received  on  or  before  June  23, 
1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  or  deliver  comments 
to  Stephanie  J.  Peters,  Attorney,  Office 
of  Personnel  Management,  room  7350, 
1900  E  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  EMD 
20415. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Stephanie  J.  Peters,  (202)  606-1920. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Attorney  General  has  designated  Scott 
County  as  an  additional  examination 
point  under  the  provisions  of  the  Voting 
Rights  Act  of  1965,  as  amended.  She 
determined  on  May  17, 1993,  that  this 
designation  is  necessary  to  enforce  the 
guarantees  of  the  Fourteenth  and 


Fifteenth  amendments  to  the 
Constitution.  Accordingly,  pursuant  to 
section  6  of  the  Voting  Rights  Act  of 
1965,  as  amended,  42  U.S.C.  1973d, 

OPM  will  appoint  Federal  Examiners  to 
review  the  qualifications  of  applicants 
to  be  registered  to  vote  and  Federal 
observers  to  observ  e  local  elections. 

Under  section  553(b)(3)(B)  of  title  5  of 
the  United  States  Code,  the  Director 
finds  that  good  cause  exists  for  waiving 
the  general  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking.  The  notice  is  being  waived 
because  of  OPM’s  legal  responsibilities 
under  42  U.S.C.  1973e(a)  and  other  pails 
of  the  Voting  Rights  Act  of  1965,  as 
amended,  which  require  OPM  to 
publish  counties  certified  by  the  U.S. 
Attorney  General  and  locations  within 
these  counties  where  citizens  can  be 
federally  listed  and  become  eligible  to 
vote,  and  where  Federal  observers  can 
be  sent  to  observe  local  elections. 

Under  section  553(d)(3)  of  title  5  of 
the  United  States  Code,  the  Director 
finds  that  good  cause  exists  to  make  this 
amendment  effective  in  less  than  30 
days.  The  regulation  is  being  made 
effective  immediately  in  view  of  the 
pending  election  to  be  held  in  the 
subject  county,  vs^here  Federal  observers 
will  observe  the  election  under  the 
authority  of  the  Voting  Rights  Act  of 
1965,  as  amended. 

E.0. 12291,  Federal  Regulation 

I  have  determined  that  this  is  not  a 
major  rule  as  defined  under  section  1(b) 
of  E.O.  12291,  Federal  Regulation. 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 

I  certify  that  this  regulation  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on 
a  substantial  number  of  small  entities 
because  it  adds  one  new  location  to  the 
list  of  counties  in  the  regulations 
conceiiilng  OPM’s  responsibilities 
under  the  Voting  Rights  Act. 

List  of  Subjects  in  45  CFR  Part  801 

Administrative  practice  and 
procedure.  Voting  Rights. 


U.S.  Office  of  Personnel  Management. 

James  B.  King, 

Director. 

Accordingly,  OPM  is  amending  45 
CFR  part  801  as  follows: 

PART  801— VOTING  RIGHTS 
PROGRAM 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  801 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  5  U.S.C  1103;  secs.  7,  9,  79  Stat. 
440,  411  (42  U.S.C  1973e,  1973g). 

2.  Appendix  A  to  part  801  is  amended 
by  adding  alphabetically  Scott  County 
of  Mississippi  to  read  as  follows: 

Appendix  A  to  Part  801 
•  *  *  •  * 

Mississippi 

•  •  •  •  • 

Scott;  Best  Western,  room  130,  Interstate  20 
and  Highway  251,  Forest,  Mississippi,  39074; 
(601)  469-4031  or  3950;  May  18, 1993. 

***** 

[FR  Doc.  93-12218  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am) 
BILUNO  COOC  t325-01-M 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

47  CFR  Part  69 

[CC  Docket  No.  89-79,  FCC  93-190] 

Creation  of  Access  Charge 
Subelements  for  Open  Network 
Architecture 

AGENCY:  Federal  Communications 
Commission  (FCC). 

ACTION:  Final  rule;  memorandum 
opinion  and  order  on  reconsideration. 

SUMMARY:  This  order  modifies  the 
provisions  of  the  Part  69/ONA  Order 
and  requires  the  Bell  Operating 
Companies  (BOCs)  to  maintain  existing 
feature  group  access  offerings  side  by 
side  with  unbundled  ONA  services 
through  June  30, 1994.  After  that  date 
BOCs  will  be  permitted  to  /.dthdraw  the 
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feature  groups  if  they  choose.  The  order, 
however,  permits  BOCs  to  withdraw 
their  existing  feature  groups  up  to  one 
year  earlier  if  they  c^ain  approval  of  an 
altemative  access  plan.  To  be  approved, 
sudi  a  plan  must  facilitate  DCC  service 
ordering  and  bill  verification  in  an 
environment  without  the  feature  groups, 
while  eliminating  or  reducing  the 
adverse  selection  incentives  inherent  in 
retention  of  the  existing  feature  groups. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  23, 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mark  S.  Nadel,  Common  Carrier  Bureau, 
f202) 632-1301. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

CC  Docket  No.  89-79:  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rulemaking,  Ammidments  of 
Part  69  of  the  Commission's  Rules 
Relating  to  the  Creation  of  Access 
Charge  Subelonents  for  Open  Network 
Architecture,  CC  Docket  No.  89-79. 
Adopted:  March  30, 1989.  Released: 

May  9, 1989.  54  FR  20873  (May  15, 
1989).  By  the  Commission.  Report  and 
Order  &  Order  on  Further 
Reconsideration  &  Supplemental  Notice 
of  Proposed  Rulemaking,  Amendments 
of  Part  69  of  the  Commission's  Rules 
Relating  to  the  Creation  of  Access 
Charge  Subelements  for  Open  Network 
Architecture;  Policy  and  Rules 
Concerning  Rates  for  Dominant  Carriers, 
CC  Docket  Nos.  89-79  and  87-313;  FCC 
91-186.  Adopted:  June  13, 1991. 
Released:  July  11, 1991.  56  FR  33879 
(July  24,  1991J.  By  the  Commission. 

Summary  of  Memorandum  Opinion  & 
Order  on  Reconsideration 

This  is  a  summary  of  the 
Commission's  Memorandum  Opinion  & 
Order  on  Reconsideration  in 
Amendments  of  Part  69  of  the 
Commission's  Rules  Relating  to  the 
Creation  of  Access  Charge  Subelements 
for  Open  Network  Architecture,  CC 
Docket  No.  89-79;  FCC  93-190, 
Adopted;  April  13, 1993  and  Released: 
April  14, 1993.  The  full  text  of  this 
Commission  decision  is  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  during  normal 
business  hours  in  the  FCC  Dockets 
Branch  (room  230),  1919  M  St.,  NW., 
Washington,  DC.  IThe  complete  text  of 
this  decision  may  also  be  purchased 
horn  the  Commission's  copy  contractor, 
ITS,  (202)  857-3800,  2100  M  St.  NW.. 
suite  140,  Washin^on,  EX^  20037. 

This  order  modihes  the  provisions  of 
the  Part  69A^fA  Oder  and  requires  the 
BOCs  to  maintain  their  existing  feature 
groups  »de  by  side  with  unbundled 
ONA  services  through  June  30, 1994, 
after  which  they  will  be  permitted  to 
withdraw  them.  In  addition,  it  permits 


a  BOC  to  withdraw  its  present  feature 
groups  up  to  one  year  earlier  if  it 
receives  approval  of  an  alternative 
access  plan.  To  be  approved  such  as 
access  plan  must  facilitate  IXC  service 
ordering  and  bill  verification  in  an 
environment  without  the  feature  groups, 
while  eliminating  or  reducing  the 
adverse  selection  incentives  inherent  in 
retention  of  the  existing  feature  groups. 
The  order  also  denies  requests  for 
reconsideration  of  the  Part  69/ONA 
Order  concerning  ONA  services  under 
price  caps,  jurisdictional  issues,  and  a 
request  for  a  comprehensive  interstate 
access  proceeding. 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

DomM  R.  Searcy, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  93-12147  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am) 
BILUNG  CODE  S713-01-M 

47  CFR  Part  73 

[MM  Docket  No.  91-79;  RM-7641.  RM-7648, 
RM-7820  and  RM-78211 

Radio  Broadcasting  Services;  Pierce, 
Bloomington,  Markham,  San  Pediro  and 
Bishop,  TX 

AGENCY:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

ACTION;  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Commission,  at  the 
request  of  Tschirhart  Broadcasting,  Inc., 
substitutes  Channel  295C3  for  Chanel 
295A  at  Bloomington,  Texas,  and 
modiHes  Station  KLL^FMJ’s 
construction  permit  accordingly  (RM- 
7648).  See  56  FR  14227,  April  8. 1991. 
We  also  allot,  requested  in  a 
counterproposal  filed  by  Colorado  River 
Broadcasters,  Channel  223A  at 
Markham,  Texas,  as  its  first  local  aural 
transmission  service  (Rki-7820}. 
Channel  295C3  can  allotted  to 
Bloomington  in  compliance  with  the 
Commission's  minimum  distance 
separation  requirements  at  petitioner’s 
requested  site  with  a  site  restriction  of 
12.3  kilometers  (7.6  miles)  east.  The 
coordinates  for  fennel  295C3  at 
Bloomington  are  North  Latitude  28-39- 
14  ana  West  Longitude  96—46-17.  See 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION,  infra. 
DATES:  Effective  June  28, 1^3.  The 
window  period  for  filing  applications 
for  Qrannel  223A  at  Markham,  Texas, 
will  open  on  June  29, 1993  and  close  on 
July  29. 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  MFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Sharon  P.  McDonald,  Mass  Media 
Bureau.  (202)  634^-6530. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This  is  a 
synopsis  of  the  Cbmmtssron’s  Report 
and  Order,  MM  Docket  No.  91-79, 


adopted  April  16, 1993,  and  released 
May  17, 1M3.  The  full  text  of  this 
Commission  decision  is  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  during  normal 
business  hours  in  the  FCC  Dockets 
Branch  (room  236),  1919  M  Street,  NW.. 
Washington,  DC.  The  complete  text  of 
this  decision  may  also  be  purchased 
from  the  Commission’s  copy 
contractors.  International  Transcription 
Service.  Inc.,  (202)  857-3800,  2100  M 
Street,  NW.,  suite  140,  Washington,  DC 
20037. 

Additionally,  Channel  223A  can  be 
allotted  to  Markham  in  compliance  with 
the  Commission’s  minimum  distance 
separation  requirements  with  a  site 
restricticHi  of  8  kilometers  (5.0  miles) 
southwest.  The  coordinates  for  Channel 
223A  at  Markham  are  North  Latitude 
28-53-51  and  West  Longitude  96-06- 
26.  Since  Bloomington  is  located  within. 
320  kilometers  (199  miles)  of  the  U.S.- 
Mexican  Border,  concurrence  by  the 
Mexican  government  has  been  obtained. 
The  petitions  of  F.W.  Hannel  d/b/a 
Trident  Broadcasting  of  Texas  to  allot 
Channel  296A  at  Pierce,  Texas  (RM- 
7641),  and  of  F.W.  Hannel  d/b/a  Prairie 
Broadcasting  Company  to  allot  Channel 
295A  at  San  Pedro,  Texas  (RM-7821), 
are  denied.  With  this  action,  this 
proceeding  is  terminated. 

List  of  Subjects  in  47  CFR  Part  73 

Radio  broadcasting. 

47  CFR  PART  73-(AMENDED) 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  Part  73 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  47  U.S.C.  154,  303. 

§73.202  [A.-nended] 

2.  Section  73.202(b),  the  Table  of  FM 
Allotments  under  Texas,  is  amen^d:  by 
removing  Channel  295A  and  adding 
Channel  295C3  at  Bloomington,  and  by 
adding  Markham,  Channel  223A. 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 
Michael  C.  Kuger, 

Chief,  Allocations  Branch,  Policy  and  Rules 
Division,  Mass  Media  Bureau. 

(FR  Doc.  93-12148  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am) 
BILUNG  CODE  E712-01-M 

47  CFR  Part  94 

[PR  Docket  No.  92-151;  FCC  93-220) 

Federal  Access  to  Low  Power  18  GHz 
Private  Operational  Fiated  Microwave 
Systems 

AGENCY:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 
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SUMMARY:  The  Commission  has  revised 
its  rules  to  permit  federal  government 
users  to  be  served  by  Part  94  licensees 
operating  18  GHz  low  power  systems  on 
a  private  carrier  basis.  Allowing  federal 
users  access  to  18  GHz  low  power 
systems  will  improve  government 
efficiency  and  productivity  by  providing 
access  to  reliable,  cost  effective  wireless 
local  area  networks  (LANs). 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  23,  1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Peter  Daronco,  Rules  Branch,  Private 
Radio  Bureau,  (202)  632-7125. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This  is  a 
summary  of  the  Commission’s  Report 
and  Order,  PR  Docket  No.  92-151,  FCC 
93-220,  adopted  May  3, 1993,  and 
released  May  14, 1993,  The  full  text  of 
this  Report  and  Order  is  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  during  normal 
business  hours  in  the  FCC  Dockets 
Branch,  room  230, 1919  M  Street  NW., 
Washington,  DC.  The  complete  text  may 
be  purchased  fi’om  the  Commission’s 
copy  contractor.  International 
Transcription  Service,  Inc.,  2100  M 
Street  NW,,  suite  140,  Washington,  DC 
20037,  telephone  (202)  857-3800. 

Summary  of  Report  and  Order 

This  action  extends  to  federal  users 
access  to  wireless  local  area  networks 
(LANs)  operated  by  18  GHz  private 
operational  fixed  licensees.  These 
wireless  LANs  will  satisfy  an  identified 
commimication  need  of  federal  users 
without  adverse  impact  on  non-federal 
users.  The  low  power  and  ft'equency 
reuse  design  of  18  GHz  low  power 
systems  produces  high  capacity  systems 
that  are  capable  of  meeting  the 
communications  requirements  of  both 
federal  and  non-federal  users,  without 
reducing  service  quality  or  availability 
to  the  latter.  Retaining  the  restriction, 
therefore,  would  merely  impose 
unnecessary  costs  on  federal  users — and 
taxpayers — with  no  resultant  benefit  to 
non-federal  users. 

Final  Regulatory  Flexibility  Analysis 

1.  Pursuant  to  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act  of  1980,  the 
Commission’s  final  analysis  is  as 
follows: 

Need  and  Purpose  of  the  Action 

2.  The  Commission  is  adopting  the 
rule  change  to  allow  18  GHz  low  power 
licensees  to  serve  federal  entities  as  end- 
users.  Allowing  federal  users  access  to 
18  GHz  low  power  systems  will  improve 
government  efficiency  and  productivity 
by  providing  access  to  reliable,  cost 
effective  LANs.  Allowing  access  to 
federal  users  will  not  adversely  affect 
service  quality  or  availability  of  wireless 


LANs  to  non-federal  users  including 
small  businesses.  18  GHz  systems  are 
low  power  and  re-use  significant 
spectrum  within  the  17.5  mile  radius 
covered  by  each  license.  This  produces 
high  capacity  systems  capable  of 
meeting  the  wireless  LAN 
commtmications  requirements  of  both 
non-federal  and  federal  users. 

Issues  Raised  in  Response  to  the  Initial 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Analysis 

3.  There  were  no  comments  submitted 
in  response  to  the  Initial  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Analysis. 

Significant  Alternatives  Considered  and 
Rejected 

4.  All  significant  alternatives  have 
been  addressed  in  this  Report  and 
Order. 

List  of  Subjects  in  47  CFR  Part  94 

Communications  equipment.  Radio. 
Amendatory  Text 

Part  94  of  chapter  I  of  title  47  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
as  follows: 

PART  94— PRIVATE  OPERATIONAL 
FIXED  MICROWAVE  SERVICE 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  94 
continues  to  read  as  follows* 

Authority:  Sections  4,  303, 48  Stat.  1066, 
1082,  as  amended;  47  U.S.Q  154  and  303, 
unless  otherwise  noted. 

2.  Section  94.17  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraph  (a)(1)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  94.17  Shared  use  of  radio  stations  and 
the  offering  of  private  carrier 
communications  service. 

(a)*  *  * 

(1)  Persons  or  governmental  entities 
licensed  to  operate  radio  systems  on  any 
of  the  frequencies  set  out  in  §  94.61(b) 
may  share  such  systems  with,  or 
provide  private  carrier  service  to,  any 
eligible  for  licensing  under  this  part, 
regardless  of  individual  eligibility 
restrictions  enumerated  in  §  94.61(b), 
provided  that  the  communications 
carried  are  permissible  under  §  94.9.  In 
addition,  persons  or  governmental 
entities  licensed  to  operate  low  power 
systems  imder  the  provisions  of  §  94.88 
may  share  such  systems  with,  or 
provide  private  carrier  services  to. 
Federal  Government  entities,  provided 
the  communications  carried  are 
permissible  under  §  94.9. 
***** 


Federal  Communications  Commission. 
Donna  R.  Searcy, 

Secrefoiy. 

(FR  Doc  93-12021  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am) 
BiLUNO  cooc  ana-oi-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

50  CFR  Part  675 
[Docket  No.  921185-3021] 

Groundfish  of  the  Bering  Sea  and 
Aleutian  islands  Area 

AGENCY:  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service  (NMFS),  NOAA,  Commerce. 
ACTION:  Closure. 

SUMMARY:  NMFS  is  closing  the  directed 
fishery  for  aggregate  species  in  the  rock 
sole/"other  flatfish”  fishery  category  by 
operators  of  vessels  using  trawl  gear  in 
the  Bering  Sea  and  Aleutian  Islands 
management  area  (BSAI).  This  action  is 
necessary  because  the  1993  second 
seasonal  Pacific  halibut  bycatch 
mortality  allowance  for  the  trawl  rock 
sole/”other  flatfish”  fishery  category  in 
the  BSAI  has  been  reached. 

EFFECTIVE  DATES:  Effective  12  noon, 
Alaska  local  time  (A.l.t.),  May  21, 1993, 
through  12  noon,  A.l.t,  July  4, 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Andrew  N.  Smoker,  Resource 
Management  Specialist,  Fisheries 
Management  Division,  NMFS,  907-586- 
7228. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
groundfish  fishery  in  the  BSAI  exclusive 
economic  zone  is  managed  by  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  according  to  the 
Fishery  Management  Plan  for  the 
Groimdfish  Fishery  of  the  BSAI  (FMP) 
prepared  by  the  North  Pacific  Fishery 
Mcmagement  Coxmcil  under  authority  of 
the  Magnuson  Fishery  Conservation  and 
Management  Act.  Fishing  by  U.S. 
vessels  is  governed  by  regulations 
implementing  the  FMP  at  50  CFR  parts 
620  and  675. 

The  1993  Pacific  halibut  bycatch 
mortality  allowance  for  the  trawl  rock 
sole/”other  flatfish”  fishery  category, 
which  is  defined  at 
§675.21(b)(l)(iii)(B)(2),  is  588  metric 
tons  (mt);  the  second  seasonal 
apportionment  of  the  allowance  is  80  mt 
for  the  period  April  4, 1993,  through 
July  3, 1993  (58  FR  14524,  March  18, 
1993). 

The  Regional  Director  of  the  Alaska 
Region,  NMFS,  has  determined,  in 
accordance  with  §  675.21(c)(l)(iv),  that 
the  second  seasonal  Pacific  halibut 
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bycatch  mortality  allowance  for  the 
trawl  rock  sole/“other  flatfish"  fishery 
category  in  the  BSAI  has  been  reached. 
Therefore,  NMFS  is  prohibiting  directed 
fishing  for  aggregate  species  in  the  rock 
sole/"o(her  flatfi^"  firiiery  category  by 
vessels  using  trawl  gear  in  the  BSAI 
from  12  noon,  A.I.t.,  May  21. 1993, 
throuid^  12  noon.  A.Lt.,  July  4. 1993. 


Directed  fishing  standards  for 
applicaUe  gear  typea  may  be  found  in 
the  regulattCHOs  at  §675.2l)(hl. 

CtaesificatioB 

This  action  ie  taken  under  §673.21 
and  complies  with  E.0. 12291. 

List  of  Subjects  in  SttCFR  Part  675 

Fisheries,  Reporting  and 
recordkeeping  requirements. 


Ambui  ity:.  tft  1801  etseq. 

Dated:  May  19, 1993. 
foeP.  Qem, 

Chief,  Ptans  and  RegftlaUons  HJivisioa, 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

IFR  Doc.  93-12230  Filed  5-29-93;  8:45  an^ 
BiujNO  cooc  ssto-aa-w 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the  proposed 
issuance  of  rules  and  regulations.  The 
purpose  of  these  notices  is  to  give  interested 
persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
rule  making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  f  nal 
rules. 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

10  CFR  Part  72 

RIN  3150-AE17 

Emergency  Planning  Licensing 
Requirements  for  Independent  Spent 
Fuel  Storage  Facilities  (ISFSl)  and 
Monitored  Retrievable  Storage 
Facilities  (MRS) 

AGENCY:  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (NRC)  is  proposing  to 
amend  its  r^ulations  to  provide,  as 
directed  by  the  Nuclear  Waste  Policy 
Act  of  1982,  for  the  emergency  planning 
licensing  requirements  for  Independent 
Spent  Fuel  Storage  Facilities  (ISFSl)  and 
Monitored  Retrievable  Storage  Facilities 
(MRS).  The  proposed  amendments  are 
necessary  to  ensure  that  local 
authorities  will  be  notified  in  the  event 
of  an  accident  so  that  they  may  take 
appropriate  action.  The  proposed  rule  is 
intended  to  provide  a  level  of 
preparedness  at  these  facilities  that  is 
consistent  with  NRC’s  defense-in-depth 
philospophy. 

DATES:  Submit  comments  by  (August  9, 
1993).  Comments  received  after  this 
date  will  be  considered  if  it  is  practical 
to  do  so,  but  the  Commission  is  able  to 
assure  consideration  only  im  comments 
received  on  or  before  this  date. 
ADDRESSES:  Mai)  written  comments  to 
Secretary,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  E)C  20555, 
ATTN:  Docketing  and  Service  Branch. 
Deliver  comments  to  One  White  Flint 
North,  11555  Rockville  Pike,  Rockville, 
MD  between  7:30  a.m.  and  4:15  p.m. 
weekdays.  Copies  of  the  environmental 
assessment  and  findings  of  no 
significant  environmental  impact,  and 
comments  received  on  the  proposed 
rule  are  available  for  inspection  and 
copying  for  a  fee  at  the  NRC  Public 
Ek^ument  Room,  2120  L  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  DC,  Lower  Level. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Michael  T.  Jamgochian,  Office  of 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Research. 
Washington,  DC  20555,  Telephone  (301) 
492-3918. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

On  May  27, 1986  (51  FR 19106), 
following  Commission  approval,  the 
proposed  revision  to  10  CI^  part  72 
relating  to  licensing  requirements  for 
Independent  Sptent  Fuel  Storage 
Facilities  (ISF^)  and  Monitored 
Retrievable  Storage  Facilitim  (MRS), 
including  requirements  for  emergency 
planning,  was  publi^ed  in  the  Federal 
Register  for  comment. 

On  November  30. 1988  (53  FR  31651), 
the  Commission  published  the  final  rule 
outlining  the  licensing  requirements  for 
ISFSl  and  MRS  but  reserved  the 
emergmcy  planning  licensing 
requirements  for  a  later  date.  This 
rulemaking  package  provides  these 
requirements. 

Discussion 

In  the  Federal  Register  Notice  (53  FR 
31651)  dated  November  30. 1988,  which 
published  the  final  regulations  outlining 
the  licensing  requirements  for  ISFSl  and 
MRS,  the  CommLssion  responded  to 
several  comments  relating  to  emergency 
planning  by  stating  that  the  basic 
concept  of  emergency  planning  in 
§  72.32  (§  72.19)  has  not  been  changed. 
None  of  the  respondents  provided  any 
additional  information  to  the  staff  or 
questioned  the  staff  analyses  such  as  to 
change  the  basis  for  the  staffs  approach 
to  emergency  planning  for  an  ISFSl  or 
an  MRS.  Moreover,  in  view  of  the 
relatively  passive  nature  of  facilities  for 
the  receipt,  handling,  and  storage  of 
spent  fuel  and  high-level  radioactive 
waste,  as  compared  to  operating  power 
reactors,  emergency  plans  for  ISFSl  and 
MRS  need  not  be  equivalent  to 
emergency  plans  for  reactors. 

Since  the  proposed  revision  of  part  72 
was  published  for  comment  on  May  27. 
1986,  the  NRC  has  published  proposed 
amendments  to  10  CFR  parts  30.  40,  and 
70 '  which  would  require  certain  NRC 
fuel  cycle  and  other  radioactive 
materials  licensees  that  engage  in 
activities  that  may  have  the  potential  for 
a  significant  accidental  release  of  NRC 


'  Proposed  rule  on  Emergency  Pieparedttess  for 
Ftiel  Cycle  and  Other  Radioactive  Material 
Licensees.  52  FR  12921,  April  20, 1987. 


licensed  materials  to  ast^ish  and 
maintain  approved  emeigency  plans  for 
responding  to  such  accidents.  Althou^ 
applicable  to  persons  licensed  under 
different  parts  of  the  Ctunmission's 
regulations,  the  proposed  requirements 
for  emergency  plans  in  parts  30. 40,  and 
70  contain  similar  provisions  because 
they  are  designed  to  protect  the  public 
against  similar  raditdogical  hazards.  The 
proposed  revision  of  part  72  as 
published  for  cominait  also  requires 
applicants  for  an  ISFSl  and  MRS  license 
to  submit  an  emergency  plan  (see 
§  72.32).  Although  the  texts  of  proposed 
§  72.32  and  the  parallel  provisions  of 
the  proposed  Emergency  Preparedness 
rule  are  not  identical,  these  provisions 
have  the  same  purpose  and  use  the  same 
approach.  In  both  cases,  the  proposed 
regulations  require  onsite  emergency 
planning  with  provisions  for  o^ite 
emergency  response  in  terms  of 
coordination  and  communication  with 
offsite  authorities  and  the  public.  It  is 
therefore  appropriate  that  in  both  cases 
these  requirmnents  should  be  expressed 
in  the  same  way. 

Until  the  Commission  promulgates 
the  Emergency  Preparedness  rule  in 
final  form,  it  is  not  possible  to  ascertain 
exactly  the  language  that  should  be 
used.  In  view  of  these  circumstances 
and  since  there  is  every  expectation  that 
this  period  of  uncertainty  will  be  of 
relatively  short  duration,  we  believe  the 
prudent  course  of  action  is  to  reserve 
§  72.32  (§  72.19),  Emergency  plan,  in  the 
final  rule  with  the  undarstanding  that 
the  text  of  this  section  will  be 
promulgated  in  final  form  as  a 
conforming  amendment  when  the 
Commission  adopts  and  promulgates 
the  final  Emergency  Preparedness  rule 
or  shortly  thereafter. 

On  April  7. 1989  (54  FR  14051),  the 
Commission  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  the  final  regulations  relating  to 
Emergency  Preparedness  for  Fuel  Cycle 
and  Other  Radioactive  Material 
Licensees  (10  CFR  part  70).  The 
requirements  for  part  70  licensees  state 
that  Section  70.22(i)(3)  Emergency  Plans 
submitted  under  Paragraph  (iUlKii)  of 
this  section  must  include  the  following 
information: 

(i)  Fadlity  description.  A  brief 
description  of  the  licensee’s  facility  and 
area  near  the  site. 

(ii)  Types  of  accidents.  An 
identification  of  each  type  of  radioactive 
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materials  accident  for  which  protective 
actions  may  be  needed. 

(iii)  Qasufication  of  accidents.  A 
classification  system  for  classifying 
accidents  as  alerts  or  site  area 
emermndes. 

(iv)  Detection  of  acddents. 
Identification  of  the  means  of  detecting 
each  type  of  acddent  in  a  timely 
manner. 

(v)  Mitigation  of  consequences.  A 
brief  description  of  the  means  and 
equipment  for  mitigating  the 
consequences  of  each  type  of  accident, 
induding  those  provided  to  proted 
workers  onsite,  and  a  description  of  the 
pro^tun  for  maintaining  the  eouipment. 

(vi)  Assessment  of  releases.  A  brief 
description  of  the  methods  and 
equipment  to  assess  releases  of 
radioadive  materials. 

(vii)  Responsibilities.  A  brief 
description  of  the  responsibilities  of 
licensee  personnel  should  an  accident 
occur,  including  identification  of 
personnel  responsible  for  promptly 
notifying  offsite  response  organizations 
and  the  NRC;  also  responsibilities  for 
developing,  maintaining,  and  updating 
the  plan. 

(viii)  Notification  and  coordination.  A 
commitment  to  and  a  brief  description 
of  the  means  to  promptly  notify  offsite 
response  organizations  and  request 
ofisite  assistance,  including  medical 
assistance  for  the  treatment  of 
contaminated  injured  onsite  workers 
when  appropriate.  A  control  point  must 
be  established.  The  notification  and 
coordination  must  be  planned  so  that 
unavailability  of  some  personnel,  parts 
of  the  facility,  and  some  equipment  will 
not  prevent  the  notification  and 
coordination.  The  licensee  shall  also 
commit  to  notify  the  NRC  operations 
center  immediately  after  notification  of 
the  appropriate  ofisite  response  ^ 
organization  and  not  later  than  one  hour 
after  the  licensee  declares  an 
emergency.  ^ 

(ixj  Information  to  be  communicated. 
A  brief  description  of  tha  types  of 
information  on  facility  status, 
radioactive  releases,  and  recommended 
protective  actions,  if  necessary,  to  be 
given  to  offsite  response  organizations 
and  to  the  NRC. 

(x)  Training.  A  brief  description  of  the 
fi«quency,  performance  objectives  and 
plans  for  the  training  that  the  licensee 
will  provide  workers  on  how  to  respond 
to  an  emergency  including  any  special 
instructions  and  orientation  tours  the 

*  These  reporting  requirements  do  not  supersede 
or  release  licensees  of  complying  with  the 
requirements  under  the  Emergency  Planning  and 
Community  Right-to-Know  Act  of  1986,  title  III, 
Pub.  L.  99-499  or  other  state  or  federal  reporting 
requirements. 


licensee  would  offer  to  fire,  police, 
medical  and  other  emergency  personnel. 
The  training  shall  familiarize  personnel 
with  site-specific  emergency 
procedures.  Also,  the  training  shall 
thoroughly  prepare  site  personnel  for 
their  responsibilities  in  the  event  of 
accident  scenarios  postulated  as  most 
probable  for  the  specific  site,  including 
the  use  of  team  training  for  such 
scenarios. 

(xi)  Safe  shutdown.  A  brief 
description  of  the  means  of  restoring  the 
facility  to  a  safe  condition  after  an 
accident. 

(xii)  Exercises.  Provision  for 
conducting  quarterly  communications 
checks  with  offsite  response 
organizations  and  biennial  onsite 
exercises  to  test  response  to  simulated 
emergencies.  Quarterly  communications 
checks  with  offsite  response 
organizations  must  include  the  check 
and  update  of  all  necessary  telephone 
numbers.  The  licensee  shall  invite 
offsite  response  organizations  to 
participate  in  the  biennial  exercises. 
Participation  of  offsite  response 
organizations  in  biennial  exercises 
although  recommended  is  not  required. 
Exercises  must  use  accident  scenarios 
postulated  as  most  probable  for  the 
specific  site  and  the  scenarios  shall  not 
be  known  to  most  exercise  participants. 
The  licensee  shall  critique  each  exercise 
using  individuals  not  having  direct 
implementation  responsibility  for  the 
plan.  Critiques  of  exercises  must 
evaluate  the  appropriateness  of  the  plan, 
emergency  procedures,  facilities, 
equipment,  training  of  personnel,  and 
overall  effectiveness  of  the  response. 
Deficiencies  found  by  the  critiques  must 
be  corrected. 

(xiii)  Hazardous  chemicals.  A 
certification  that  the  applicant  has  met 
its  responsibilities  under  the  Emergency 
Planning  and  Community  Right-to- 
Know  Act  of  1986,  title  III,  Public  Law 
99—499,  if  applicable  to  the  applicant’s 
activities  at  the  proposed  place  of  use  of 
the  special  nuclear  material. 

(4)  The  licensee  shall  allow  the  offsite 
response  organizations  expected  to 
respond  in  case  of  an  accident  60  days 
to  comment  on  the  licensee’s  emergency 
plan  before  submitting  it  to  NRC.  The 
licensee  shall  provide  any  comments 
received  within  the  60  days  to  the  NRC 
with  the  emergency  plan. 

Proposed  emergency  planning 
regulations  for  part  72  licensees  were 
published  on  May  27  1986  (51  FR 
19106),  proposing  to  require  the 
following: 

Section  72.19  Emergency  Plan 

An  application  to  store  spent  fuel  in 
an  ISFSl  or  to  store  spent  fuel  and  high- 


level  radioactive  «'aste  in  an  MRS  must 
include  plans  for  coping  with 
emergencies. 

(a)  An  emergency  plan  must  include 
the  following: 

(1)  A  brief  description  of  the 
licensee’s  facility,  site,  and  area  near  the 
site: 

(2)  Identification  of  each  type  of 
accident  for  which  an  emergency 
response  may  be  needed; 

(3)  Identification  of  methods  for  the 
detection  of  approaching  an  accident 
condition: 

(4)  A  brief  description  of  methods  and 
equipment  for  mitigating  the 
consequences  of  accidents,  including 
those  provided  to  protect  workers  onsite 
against  radiation  hazards,  and  a 
description  of  the  program  for 
maintaining  the  equipment; 

(5)  A  brief  description  of  the  methods 
and  equipment  to  measure  and  assess 
accidental  releases  of  radioactive 
materials; 

(6)  A  brief  description  of  the 
responsibilities  of  licensee  personnel 
should  an  accident  occur,  including 
identification  of  personnel  responsible 
for  promptly  notifying  offsite  response 
organizations  and  the  NRC; 

(7)  A  brief  description  of  the  methods 
for  promptly  notifying  offsite  response 
organizations  and  requesting  assistance, 
including  medical  assistance; 

(8)  A  brief  description  of  the  types  of 
information  on  facility  status, 
radioactive  releases,  and  recommended 
actions,  as  appropriate  to  be  given  to 
offsite  response  organizations  and  to  the 
NRC; 

(9)  A  brief  description  of  any  special 
instructions  and  orientation  tours  the 
licensee  would  offer  to  fire,  police, 
medical,  and  other  emergency  response 
personnel; 

(10)  A  brief  description  of  the  means 
of  restoring  the  facility  to  a  safe 
condition  after  an  accident;  and 

(11)  Provisions  for  conducting  onsite 
quarterly  communications  checks  and 
biennial  drills  and  for  identifying  and 
correcting  deficiencies  in  the  plan. 

(b)  The  licensee  shall  allow  the  offsite 
response  organizations  expected  to 
respond  in  case  of  emergency  60  days  to 
comment  on  the  licensee’s  emergency 
plan  before  submitting  the  plan  to  NRC 
for  approval.  The  licensee  shall  provide 
any  comments  that  have  been  received 
within  the  60  days  to  the  NRC  with  the 
emergency  plan. 

(c)  For  an  ISFSl  that  is  located  on  the 
site  of  a  nuclear  power  reactor  licensed 
for  operation  by  the  Commission,  the 
emergency  plan  required  by  10  CFR 
50.47  shall  be  deemed  to  satisfy  the 
requirements  of  this  section. 
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After  reviewing  the  proposed 
emergency  planning  requirements  for 
part  72  licensees  and  comparing  them  to 
*he  ftnal  emergency  planning 
requirements  for  part  70  licensees 
published  in  the  Federal  Roister  on 
April  7. 1989  (54  FR  14051),  the 
Commission  has  determined  that  they 
amtain  similar  provisions  because  they 
are  designed  to  protect  the  public 
against  similar  radiological  hazards.  The 
Commission  finds  that,  even  though 
these  provisions  are  not  entirely 
identical,  they  have  the  same  purpose 
and  use  the  same  approach.  In  both 
cases,  they  require  onsite  emergency 
planning  with  provisions  for  oftsite 
emergency  response  in  terms  of 
coordination  and  communication  with 
offsite  authorities  and  the  public. 

As  a  result  of  the  above  evaluation, 
the  Commission  is  proposing  that  the 
emergency  planning  licensing 
requirements  for  part  72  licensees  be 
similar  to  those  requirements  already 
codifted  in  10  CFR  70.22  for  other  part 
70  licensees.  Nonetheless,  the 
Commission  wishes  to  establish  unique 
provisions  in  the  emergency  planning 
requirements  for  ISFSI  focilities  versus 
MRS  facilities.  The  Commission 
anticipates  a  potential  need  for 
enhanced  emergency  planning 
requirements  appropriate  to  the  entire 
range  of  operations  which  may  be 
conducted  at  an  MRS  facility.  The 
Commission  acknowledges  that,  to  date, 
accidents  that  have  been  postulated  and 
analyzed  for  either  an  ISFSI  or  MRS 
would  result  in  similar  offsite  doses. 

The  analysis  of  potential  onsite  and 
offsite  consequences  of  accidental 
releases  associated  with  the  operation  of 
an  ISFSI  is  contained  in  NUREG-1140. 
This  evaluation  shows  that  the 
maximum  dose  to  a  member  of  the 
public  offsite  due  to  an  accidental 
release  of  radioactive  materials  would 
not  exceed  1  rem  effective  do^ 
equivalent  which  is  within  the  EPA 
Protective  Action  Guides  or  an  intake  of 
2  milligrams  of  soluble  uranium  (due  to 
chemical  toxicity). 

Thus  the  consequences  of  worst-case 
accidents  involving  an  ISFSI  located  on 
a  reactor  site  would  be  inconsequential 
when  compared  to  those  involving  the 
reactor  itself.  Therefore,  current  reactor 
emergency  plans  cover  all  at-reactor 
ISFSI's.  An  ISFSI  that  is  to  be  licensed 
for  a  stand-alone  operation  will  need  an 
emergency  plan  establisited  in 
accordance  with  the  proptosed 
requirement  in  this  rulemaking. 
NUREG-1140  concluded  that  the 
postulated  worst-case  accident 
involving  an  ISFSI  has  insignificant 
con.sequences  to  the  public  health  and 
safety.  Therefore,  the  proposed 


requirements  to  be  imposed  on  ISFSI 
licensees  reflect  this  fact,  and  do  not 
mandate  formal  offsite  components  to 
their  onsite  emergency  plans. 

Similarly,  the  Commission  has 
conducted  an  analysis  of  potential 
onsite  and  offsite  consequences  of 
accidental  releases  associated  with  the 
operation  of  an  MRS.  The  analysis  is 
contained  in  NUREG-1092.  This 
evaluation  shows  that  the  maximum 
dose  to  a  member  of  the  public  offsite 
due  to  an  accidental  release  of 
radioactive  materials  would  likely  not 
exceed  1  rem  effective  dose  equivalent 
which  is  within  the  EPA  Protective 
Action  Guides  or  an  intake  of  2 
milligrams  of  soluble  uranium  (due  to 
chemical  toxicity).  Nonetheless,  the 
Commissicxi  believes  it  appropriate  to 
require  enhanced  offsite  emergency 
planning  at  an  MRS  because  of  the 
broader  scope  of  activities  which  could 
be  perform^  at  such  a  bdlity.  In 
addition  to  the  handling  and 
repackaging  for  storage  of  large  numbers 
of  individual  fuel  bundles  (15,000 
Metric  Tons  Heavy  Metal  (MTHM)) 
which  involves  the  receipt,  inspection, 
and  transfer  of  several  thousand 
transport  casks,  MRS  operations  may 
also  encompass  the  consolidation  of  the 
stored  fuel  into  casks  for  subsequent 
geological  disposal  after  interim  storage. 
At  this  time  a  final  MRS  design  has  not 
been  selected.  The  MRS  may  be  a  large 
industrial  facility  equipped  to  handle 
the  loading,  unloading,  and 
decontaminating  a  large  number  of 
spent  fuel  shipping  containers  arriving 
by  both  truck  and  rail.  It  could  also 
include  facilities  to  disassemUe  the  fuel 
bundles  and  consolidate  that  fuel  into 
special  storage/transport  containers,  and 
facilities  to  handle  s^idified  high-level 
waste.  Such  facilities  would  require  the 
equipment  necessary  to  treat  low-  and 
high-level  waste  generated  by  the  above 
operations.  It  is  also  possible,  however, 
for  an  MRS  facility  to  serve  primarily  as 
a  warehouse  operation,  limited  solely  to 
accepting,  storing  and  later  tran¬ 
shipping  a  large  number  of  universal 
container  systems  (UCS)  of  the  type 
proposed  by  Virginia  Power.  Given  the 
uncertainties  in  the  design  and 
operation  of  the  MRS  (no  formal 
application  exists),  the  Commission 
believes  it  prudent  to  raise  the  level  of 
emergency  planning  to  include  some 
offsite  preparedness  should  operation  of 
an  MRS  present  accident  risks  in  exces.s 
of  those  analyzed  in  NUREGa  1140  and 
1092.  Because  the  level  of  threat  to  the 
public  health  and  safety  from  the  MRS 
may  exceed  that  from  an  ISFSI  the 
emergency  planning  requirements  for 
the  MRS  include  an  offsite  component. 


codified  within  that  section  of  the 
proposed  rule. 

To  achieve  this  goal,  the  proposed 
MRS  emergency  plan  requirements  are 
modeled  after  10  CFR  50.47(d).  The 
intent  of  this  section  was  to  mandate  a 
minimum  level  of  offsite  response 
capability  during  initial  reactor 
licensing  and  low  power  operations. 

This  same  minimum  level  of  response  is 
considered  appropriate  to  MRS 
operations. 

Because  much  of  the  language  needed 
to  achieve  this  level  of  offsite  protection 
has  already  been  codified  in  10  CFR  part 
50,  similar  language  is  included  within 
the  proposed  emergency  plan 
requirements  for  an  MRS  (10  CFR 
72.32(bHl5)  (i-vi)). 

The  Commission  notes  that  for  both 
types  of  facilities  this  rulemaking  is  not 
required  in  order  to  provide  adequate 
safety  and  may  not  Iw  justifted  based 
solely  on  a  comparison  of  the  coats  of 
implementing  these  regulations  to  the 
increase  in  public  health  and  safety. 
Rather,  the  Commission  believes  that  it 
is  justified  in  terms  of  safety 
enhancement  such  as  the  intangible 
benefit  of  being  able  to  assure  the  public 
that  local  authorities  will  be  notifted  in 
the  event  of  an  accident  so  that  they 
may  take  appropriate  actions.  The  NRC 
feels  that  such  preparedness  is  prudent 
and  consistent  with  the  NRC's 
philosophy  of  defense-in-depth. 

Nonetheless,  the  Commission  wishes 
to  note  that  because  the  full  nature  and 
extent  of  operations  and  processes  that 
will  be  conducted  at  an  MRS  are  yet 
undefined,  the  public  is  requested  to 
comment  as  to  whether  an  oftsite 
component  to  emergency  preparedness 
at  an  MRS  is  reasonable,  appropriate  or 
premature  at  this  time. 

It  is  the  Commission's  intention  that 
the  enclosed  proposed  part  72 
Emergency  Planning  requirements 
supereede  the  proposed  Emergeimy 
Planning  requirements  published  on 
May  27, 1986  (51  FR  19106);  therefore, 
the  1986  proposed  amendments  are 
hereby  withdrawn. 

Submission  of  Comments  on  Electronic 
Format 

Commenters  are  encouraged  to 
submit,  in  addition  to  the  original  paper 
copy,  a  copy  of  the  comment  letter  in 
electronic  format  on  5.25  or  3.5  inch 
computer  diskette;  IBM  PC/DOS  or  MS/ 
DOS  format.  Data  files  should  be 
provided  in  WordPerfect  format  or 
unformatted  ASCII  code.  The  format 
and  version  should  be  identified  on  the 
diskette  external  label. 
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Finding  of  No  Significant 
Environmental  Impact:  Availability 

The  Commission  has  determined 
under  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  of  1969,  as  amended,  the 
Commission's  regulations  in  subpcut  A 
of  10  CFR  part  51,  that  this  rule,  if 
adopted,  would  not  be  a  major  Federal 
action  significantly  affecting  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment;  and 
therefore,  an  environmental  impact 
statement  is  not  required.  The  rule 
would  not  affect  the  probability  or  the 
size  of  accidental  radioactive  releases.  It 
might  in  some  cases  reduce  the  doses 
people  near  the  facility  site  could 
receive.  The  environmental  assessment 
and  finding  of  no  significant  impact  on 
which  this  determination  is  based  are 
available  for  inspection  at  the  NRC 
Public  Document  Room,  2120  L  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  DC,  lower  level.  The 
environmental  assessment  and  finding 
of  no  significant  impact  are  contained  in 
§4.3  of  NlJREG-1140,  “A  Regulatory 
Analysis  on  Emergency  Preparedness 
for  Fuel  Cycle  and  Other  Radioactive 
Material  Licensees.”  Single  copies  are 
available  without  charge  upon  written 
request  fi-om  NRC  Distribution  Section. 
Office  of  Administration,  USNRC, 
Washington,  DC  20555. 

Paperwork  Reduction  Act  Statement 

This  proposed  rule  amends 
information  collection  requirements  that 
are  subject  to  the  Paperwork  Reduction 
Act  of  1980  (44  U.S.e.  3501  et  seq.). 

This  rule  has  been  submitted  to  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget  for 
review  and  approval  of  the  paperwork 
requirements. 

^blic  reporting  burden  for  this 
collection  of  information  is  estimated  to 
average  625  hours  per  response, 
including  the  time  for  reviewing 
instructions,  searching  existing  data 
sources,  ^thering  and  maintaining  the 
data  needed,  and  completing  and 
reviewing  the  collection  of  information. 
Send  comments  regarding  this  burden 
estimate  or  any  other  aspect  of  this 
collection  of  information,  including 
suggestions  for  further  reducing 
reporting  burden,  to  the  Information  and 
Records  Management  Branch  (MNBB- 
7714),  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  DC  20555; 
and  to  the  Desk  Officer,  Office  of 
Information  and  Regulatory  Affairs, 
NEOB-3019,  (3150-0132),  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget,  Washington. 
DC  20503. 

Regulatory  Analjfsia 

The  Commission  has  prepared  a 
regulatory  analysis  on  this  proposed 
regulation.  The  analysis  examines  the 


accident  scenarios  considered  by  the 
Commission  as  well  as  the  costs  and 
benefits  of  actions  considered.  The 
analysis  is  available  for  inspection  in 
the  l^C  Public  Document  Room,  2120 
L  Street,  NW..  Washington,  DC.  Single 
copies  of  the  analysis  may  be  obtained 
without  charge  upon  written  request 
from:  Distribution  Section,  Office  of 
Administration,  USNRC,  Washington, 
DC  20555. 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Certification 

As  required  by  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act  of  1980,  (5  U.S.C.  6059b), 
the  Commission  certifies  that  this  rule, 
if  adopted,  will  not  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  upon  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities. 

The  proposed  rule  would  require  the 
development  and  implementation  of 
emergency  plans  by  licensees  who  are 
authorized  to  possess  significant 
amounts  of  radioactive  material.  These 
companies  do  not  fall  within  the 
definition  of  a  small  business  found  in 
the  Small  Business  Act,  15  U.S.C.  632, 
or  within  the  small  business  size 
standards  set  forth  in  13  CFR  part  121. 
The  proposed  rule  will  affect  three  (3) 
licensees.  Two  licensees  hold  part  50 
licenses  and  are  required  to  comply 
with  the  provisions  respecting 
emergency  plans  set  out  in  part  50. 

Thus,  the  proposed  rule  would  not 
impose  a  significant  economic  impact 
on  a  substantial  number  of  small 
entities,  as  defined  in  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act  of  1980. 

Any  small  entity  affected  by  this 
regulation  which  determines  that, 
because  of  its  size,  it  is  likely  to  bear  a 
disproportionate  adverse  economic 
impact,  should  notify  the  Commission 
of  this  in  a  comment  that  indicates  the 
following: 

(a)  The  small  entity’s  size  in  terms  of 
annual  income  or  revenue  and  number 
of  employees; 

(b)  How  the  proposed  regulation 
would  result  in  a  significant  economic 
burden  upon  the  small  entity  as 
compared  to  that  on  a  larger  entity; 

(c)  How  the  proposed  regulations 
could  be  modified  to  take  into  account 
the  entity’s  differing  needs  or 
capabilities. 

The  comments  should  be  sent  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission,  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  DC  20555,  ATTN; 
Docketing  and  Service  Branch. 

Backlit  Analysis 

The  NRC  has  determined  that  the 
backfit  rule,  10  CFR  50.109,  does  not 
apply  to  this  proposed  rule,  and  thus,  a 
backfit  analysis  is  not  required  for  this 
proposed  rule,  because  these 


amendments  do  not  involve  any 
provisions  which  would  impose  backfits 
as  defined  in  §50.109  (n)(l). 

List  of  Subjects  in  10  O'  R  Part  72 
Manpower  training  programs.  Nuclear 
materials.  Occupational  safety  and 
health.  Reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements.  Security  measures.  Spent 
fuel. 

For  the  reason  presented  in  the 
preamble  and  under  the  authority  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended, 
the  Energy  Reorganization  Act  of  1974, 
as  amended,  and  5  U.S  C.  553,  the  NRC 
is  proposing  to  adopt  the  following 
amendments  to  10  CFR  part  72. 

PART  72^CENSINC 
REQUIREMENTS  FOR  THE 
INDEPENDENT  STORAGE  OF  SPENT 
NUCLEAR  FUEL  AND  HIGH-LEVEL 
RADIOACTIVE  WASTE 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  72  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows- 

Authority:  Secs.  51,  53,  57,  62,  63,  65,  69, 

81, 161, 182, 183,  184, 186, 187, 189,  68  Stat. 
929,  930,  932,  933,  934,  935,  948,  953,  954, 

955,  as  amended,  sec.  234,  83  Stat.  444,  as 
amended  (42  U.S.C.  2071 ,  2073,  2077,  2092.  ‘ 

2093,  2095,  2099,  2111,  2201 , 2232,  2233, 

2234,  2236,  2237,  2238,  2282);  sec.  274.  Pub. 

L  86-373,  73  Stat.  688,  a.r  aciended  (42 
U.S.C.  2021);  sec.  201,  a?  anien  ied,  202,  206, 

88  Stat.  1242,  as  amended,  1241, 1246  (42 
U.S.C  5841,  5842,  5846);  Pub.  L.  95-601,  sti; 

10,  92  Stat.  2951  (42  U.S.C  5351);  sec.  102, 

Pub.  L.  91-190,  83  Stat.  853  (42  U.S.C.  4332); 
secs.  131, 132, 133, 135, 137,  141,  Pub  L  97- 
425,  96  Stat.  2229,  2230,  22;j2,  2241,  sec.  148, 
Pub.  L.  100-203, 101  Stat.  1330-235  (42 
U.S.C  10151, 10152, 10153,  10157, 10161, 
10168). 

Section  72.44(g'  also  issued  under  secs. 

142(b)  and  148(c),  (d).  Pub  L.  100-203, 101 
Stat.  1330-232, 1330-236  (42  U.S.C.  10162 
(b),  10168  (c),  (d)).  Section  72.46  also  issued 
under  sec.  189, 68  Stat.  955  (42  U.S.C.  2239); 
sec.  134,  Pub.  L  97-425,  96  Stat.  2230  (42 
U.S.C.  10154).  Section  72.96(d)  also  issued 
under  sec.  145(g),  Pub.  L.  100-203;  101  Stat. 
13.30-235  (42  U.S.C.  10165(g)i.  Subpart  J  also 
issued  under  secs.  2(2),  2(15),  2(19),  117(a), 
141(h).  Pub.  L  97-425,  96  Stat.  2202,  2203. 
2204,  2222,  2244  (42  U.S.C.  10101, 10137(a). 
10161(h),  subparts  K  and  L  are  also  issued 
under  sec.  133,  96  Stat.  2230  (42  U.S.C. 

10153)  and  218(a).  96  Stat.  2252  (42  U.S.C. 
10198).  ' 

2.  In  §  72.32  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  are 
added  to  read  as  follows; 

§72.32  Emergency  Plan. 

(a)  Each  application  for  an  ISFSI  (that 
is  not  located  on  the  site  of  a  nuclear 
power  reactor  or  that  is  located  on  the 
site  of  a  nuclear  power  reactor  which 
does  not  have  an  operating  license)  that 
is  licensed  under  this  part  must  be 
accompanied  by  an  Emergency  Plan  that 
includes  the  following  information; 
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(1)  Facility  description.  A  brief 
description  of  the  licensee’s  facility  and 
area  near  the  site. 

(2)  Types  of  accidents.  An 
identification  of  each  type  of  radioactive 
materials  accident  for  which  protective 
actions  may  be  needed. 

(3)  Classification  of  accidents.  A 
classification  system  for  classifying 
accidents  up  to  an  alert. 

(4)  Detection  of  accidents. 
Identification  of  the  means  of  detecting 
an  accident  condition. 

(5)  Mitigation  of  consequences.  A 
brief  description  of  the  means  of 
mitigating  the  consequences  of  each 
type  of  accident,  including  those 
provided  to  protect  workers  onsite,  and 
a  description  of  the  program  for 
maintaining  the  equipment. 

(6)  Assessment  of  releases.  A  brief 
description  of  the  methods  and 
equipment  to  assess  releases  of 
radioactive  materials. 

(7)  Responsibilities.  A  brief 
description  of  the  responsibilities  of 
licensee  personnel  should  an  accident 
occur,  including  identification  of 
personnel  responsible  for  promptly 
notifying  offsite  response  organizations 
and  the  NRC;  also  responsibilities  for 
developing,  maintaining,  and  updating 
the  plan. 

(8)  Notification  and  coordination.  A 
commitment  to  and  a  brief  description 
of  the  means  to  promptly  notify  offsite 
response  organizations  and  request 
offsite  assistance,  including  medical 
assistance  for  the  treatment  of 
contaminated  injured  onsite  workers 
when  appropriate.  A  control  point  must 
be  established.  The  notification  and 
coordination  must  be  planned  so  that 
unavailability  of  some  personnel,  parts 
of  the  facility,  and  some  equipment  will 
not  prevent  the  notification  and 
coordination.  The  licensee  shall  also 
commit  to  notify  the  NRC  operations 
center  immediately  after  notifications  of 
the  appropriate  offsite  response 
organizations  and  not  later  than  one 
hour  after  the  licensee  declares  an 
emergency. ' 

(9)  Information  to  be  communicated. 
A  brief  description  of  the  types  of 
information  on  facility  status; 
radioactive  releases,  and  recommended 
protective  actions,  if  necessary,  to  be 
given  to  onsite  response  organizations 
and  to  the  NRC. 

(10)  Training.  A  brief  description  of 
the  training  the  licensee  will  provide 
workers  on  how  to  respond  to  an 


'  These  reporting  requirements  do  not  supersede 
or  release  licensees  of  complying  with  the 
requirements  under  the  Emergency  Planning  and 
Community  Right-to-Know  Act  of  1986,  title  III, 
Public  Law  9^-499  or  other  stale  or  federal 
reporting  requirements. 


emergency  and  any  special  instructions 
and  orientation  tours  the  licensee  would 
offer  to  fire,  police,  medical  and  other 
emergency  personnel. 

(11)  Safe  Condition.  A  brief 
description  of  the  means  of  restoring  the 
facility  to  a  safe  condition  after  an 
accident. 

(12)  Exercises,  (i)  Provisions  for 
conducting  semiannual 
communications  checks  with  offsite 
response  organizations  and  biennial 
onsite  exercises  to  test  response  to 
simulated  emergencies.  Radiological/ 
Health  Physics,  Medical,  and  Fire  Drills 
should  be  conducted  semiannually. 
Semiannual  communications  checks 
with  offsite  response  organizations  must 
include  the  check  and  update  of  all 
necessary  telephone  numbers.  The 
licensee  shall  invite  offsite  response 
organizations  to  participate  in  the 
biennial  exercises. 

(ii)  Participation  of  ofisite  response 
organizations  in  biennial  exercises 
although  recommended  is  not  required. 
Exercises  must  use  scenarios  not  known 
to  most  exercise  participants.  The 
licensee  shall  critique  each  exercise 
using  individuals  not  having  direct 
implementation  responsibility  for  the 
plan.  Critiques  of  exercises  must 
evaluate  the  appropriateness  of  the  plan, 
emergency  procedures,  facilities, 
equipment,  training  of  p)ersonnei,  and 
overall  effectiveness  of  the  response. 
Efficiencies  found  by  the  critiques  must 
be  corrected. 

(13)  Hazardous  chemicals.  A 
certification  that  the  applicant  has  met 
its  responsibilities  under  the  Emergency 
Planning  and  Community  Right-to- 
Know  Act  of  1986,  title  III,  Public  Law 
99-499,  if  applicable  to  the  applicant’s 
activities  at  the  proposed  place  of  use  of 
the  special  nuclear  material. 

(14)  The  licensee  shall  allow  the 
offsite  response  organizations  expected 
to  respond  in  case  of  an  accident  60 
days  to  comment  on  the  licensee’s 
emergency  plan  before  submitting  it  to 
NRC.  The  licensee  shall  provide  any 
comments  received  within  the  60  days 
to  the  NRC  with  the  emergency  plan. 

(15)  In  order  to  assure  for  potential 
offsite  assi.stance  the  review  of  an 
applicant’s  emergency  plans  shall 
include  arrangements  for  requesting  and 
effectively  using  offsite  assistance  on 
site  have  been  made,  arrangements  to 
accommodate  State  and  local  staff  at  the 
licensee’s  near-site  emergency  facility 
have  been  made,  and  other 
organizations  capable  of  augmenting  the 
planned  onsite  response  have  been 
identified. 

(16)  Arrangements  made  for  providing 
information  to  the  public. 


(b)  Each  application  for  an  MRS  that 
is  licensed  under  this  part  must  be 
accompanied  by  an  Emergency  Plan  that 
includes  the  following  information: 

(1)  Facility  description.  A  brief 
description  of  the  licensee’s  facility  and 
area  near  the  site. 

(2)  Types  of  accidents.  An 
identification  of  each  type  of  radioactive 
materials  accident  for  which  protective 
actions  may  be  needed. 

(3)  Classification  of  accidents.  A 
classification  system  for  classifying 
accidents  as  alerts  or  site  area 
emergencies.^ 

(4)  Detection  of  accidents. 
Identification  of  the  means  of  detecting 
an  accident  condition. 

(5)  Mitigation  of  consequences.  A 
brief  description  of  the  means  of 
mitigating  the  consequences  of  each 
type  of  accident,  including  those 
provided  to  protect  workers  onsite,  and 
a  description  of  the  program  for 
maintaining  the  equipment. 

(6)  Assessment  of  releases.  A  brief 
description  of  the  methods  and 
equipment  to  assess  releases  of 
radioactive  materials. 

(7)  Responsibilities.  A  brief 
description  of  the  responsibilities  of 
licensee  personnel  should  an  accident 
occur,  including  identification  of 
personnel  responsible  for  promptly 
notifying  offsite  response  organizations 
and  the  NRC;  also  responsibilities  for 
developing,  maintaining,  and  updating 
the  plan. 

(8)  Notification  and  coordination.  A 
commitment  to  and  a  brief  description 
of  the  means  to  promptly  notify  offsite 
response  organizations  and  request 
offsite  assistance,  including  medical 
assistance  for  the  treatment  of 
contaminated  injured  onsite  workers 
when  appropriate.  A  control  point  must 
be  established.  The  notification  and 
coordination  must  be  planned  so  that 
unavailability  of  some  personnel,  parts 
of  the  facility,  and  some  equipment  will 
not  prevent  the  notification  and 
coordination.  The  licensee  shall  also 
commit  to  notify  the  NRC  operations 
center  immediately  after  notifications  of 
the  appropriate  offsite  response 
organizations  and  not  later  than  one 
hour  after  the  licensee  declares  an 
emergency.® 


^  Site  Area  emergency  means  events  may  occur, 
are  in  progress,  or  have  occurred  that  could  lead  to 
signiHcant  release  of  radioactive  material  and  that 
could  require  a  response  by  offsite  response 
organizations  to  protect  persons  o8sila 
’These  reporting  requirements  do  not  supersede 
or  release  licensees  of  complying  with  the 
requirements  under  the  Emergency  Planning  and 
Community  Right-to-Know  Act  of  1986,  title  III. 
Public  Law  99-499  or  other  stale  or  federal 
reporting  requirements. 


29800 


Faderal  Register  /  Vol.  58,  Nex  98  /  Monday,  May  24,  1993  f  Prc^>osed  Rules 


(9)  b»lbrraatkm  to  be  cooununicateel. 

A  brief  deecripricR  of  tbe  types  of 
information  cm  facility  status; 
radioactive  releases,  and  recommended 
protective  actions,  if  necessary,  fobs 
^ven  to  oOnte  response  organizations 
and  to  tbe  NRC. 

(10)  Training.  A  brief  description  of 
tbe  training  the  licensee  will  provide 
workers  oa  how  to  respond  to  an 
emergency  and  any  special  instructions 
and  orientation  touts  the  licensee  would 
offer  to  fire,,  police,  medicai  and  other 
emergency  personnel. 

(11)  Safe  Condition.  A  brief 
description  of  the  meens  of  restoring  the 
facility  to  a  safe  condition  after  an 
accident. 

(12)  Exercises,  (i)  Provisions  for 
conducting  cpiarterly  communications 
checks  wiOi  ofisite  response 
organizations  and  annual  onsite 
exercises  to  test  response  to  simulated 
emergencies.  Radiological/HeaUb 
Physics,  Medical,  and  Fire  Ebitls  should 
be  held  semiannually.  Quarterly 
communications  checks  with  offsite 
response  organizations  must  ixiclude  the 
check  and  update  of  all  necessary 
telephone  numbers.  The  licensee  shall 
invite  o%tte  response  organizations  to 
participate  in  the  annual  exercises. 

(ii)  Participation  of  oi^te  response 
organizations  in  annual  exercises 
although  recommended  is  not  required. 
Exercises  must  use  scenarios  not  known 
to  niGSt  exercise  participants.  The 
licensee  shall  critique  each  exercise 
using  individuals  not  having  direct 
impienientation  responsibility  for  the 
plan.  Critiques  of  exercises  must 
evaluate  the  af^ropriateness  of  the  plan, 
emergency  procedures,  facilities, 
equipment,  training  of  personnel,  and 
over^  effectiveness  of  the  response. 
Deficiencies  found  by  the  critiques  must 
be  corrected. 

(13)  Has^ardous  chemicals.  A 
certification  that  the  applicant  has  met 
its  resjmnsibilities  und^  the  Emergency 
Planning  and  Community  Right-to- 
Know  Af:t  of  1986,  title  III.  Public  Law 
99-499,  if  applicable  to  the  applicant's 
activities  at  the  proposed  place  of  use  of 
the  special  nuclear  material. 

(1^  The  licensee  shall  allow  the 
ofisite  response  organizations  expected 
to  respond  in  case  of  an  accident  60 
days  to  comment  on  the  licensee's 
emergency  plan  before  submitting  it  to 
NRC  The  licensee  shall  provide  any 
commaats  received  within  the  60  (foys 
to  the  NRC  with  the  emergency  plan, 

(15)  Review  of  applicant's  emergency 
plans  shall  include  the  folfowing  for 
potential  oRsite  assistance: 

(i)  Arrangements  for  requesting  and 
efiectivdy  using  offsite  assistance  on 
site  have  been  made.  {Hrmgements  to 


accommodate  State  «]d  focal  staff  at  the 
licensee's  near-site  emergency  facility 
have  been  made,  and  othm 
organizations  capable  of  augmenting  the 
planned  onsite  response  have  been 
kfei^fied. 

(ii)  Proviriens  exist  for  {xrompt 
communications  among  principal 
response  organizations  to  offisite 
emergency  personnel  who  would  be 
responding  onsite. 

(iii)  Adequate  emergency  facilities 
and  equipnient  to  support  the 
emergency  response  onsite  are  provided 
and  maintained. 

(iv)  Adequate  methods,  systems,  and 
equipment  for  assessing  and  monitoring 
actual  or  potential  consequences  of  a 
radiofogieal  emergency  condition  are 
availtfole. 

(v)  Arrangements  are  made  for 
medical  services  for  contaminated  and 
injured  onsite  individuals. 

(vi)  Radiological  Emergency  Response 
Training  has  been  made  available  to 
those  o^ite  udio  may  be  called  to  assist 
in  an  emergency  onsite. 

(16)  Arrangements  made  to  provide 
information  to  the  publ'c. 

•  *  *  #  « 

Dated  at  Rockville,  Maryland,  this  17th  day 
of  May,  1993. 

For  the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission. 

Samuel ).  Chilk, 

Secretojy  of  the  Commission. 

|FR  Doc.  93-12095  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  ami 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 

14CFRPart39 

[Dockat  No.  93-NM-17-AO) 

AirworttUness  Directives;  Aerospatiale 
Model  ATR4a  and  ATR72  Series 
Airplanes 

AGENCT:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemid^ine 

(NPRMI. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  proposes  the 
supersedure  of  an  existing  airworthiness 
directive  (AD),  applicable  to  all  Model 
Aerospatiale  Mod^  ATR42  and  ATR72 
series  airplanes,  that  currently  requires: 
(1)  Inspections  to  detect  defects  in  the 
aileron  control  system  and  repair  or 
replacement  of  defective  parts;  (2)  flight 
checks  and  ground  inspections  of 
certain  airplanes;  (3)  a  revision  to  the 
FAA-approved  Airp^e  Flight  Manual 
(AFM);  and  (4)  installation  of  a  warning 


placard  to  prohibit  use  of  roll  trim  in 
certain  situations.  This  action  would 
require  replacement  of  tbe  automatic 
fli^t  control  system  (AFCS)  computer 
with  a  new  AFCS  computer  and 
modification  of  its  wiring,  which,  when 
accomplished,  would  terminate  the 
requirements  for  an  AFM  revision  and 
a  warning  placard.  This  proposal  is 
prompted  by  the  devetopment  of  a  new 
AFCS  computer  and  modification  of  its 
wiring.  The  actions  specified  by  the 
proposed  AD  are  intended  to  prevent 
severely  reduced  controllabil^  of  the 
airplane. 

OATES:  Comments  must  be  received  by 
July  19, 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Submit  comments  in 
triplicate  to  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  Transport 
Airplane  Directorate,  ANM-103, 
Attention:  Rules  Docket  No,  93-NI4- 
17-AD,  1601  Lind  Avenue,  SW., 

Renton,  Wa^ington  98055—4056. 
Commests  may  be  inspected  at  this 
location  between  9  a.m.  and  3  pjn., 
Monday  through  Friday,  exce]H  Federal 
holidays. 

The  service  infocmation  referenced  in 
the  proposed  rule  may  he  obtained  from 
Aerosp^iale,  316  Route  de  Bayonne. 
31060  Toulouse,  Cedex  03,  France.  This 
information  may  be  examined  at  the 
FAA,  Transport  Airpdane  Directorate, 
1601  Lind  Avenue,  SW.,  Renton, 
Washington. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  Gary 
Lium,  Aerospace  Engineer, 
Standardization  Branch,  ANM-113. 
FAA,  Transport  Airplane  Directmate, 
1601  Lind  Avenue,  SW.,  Renton, 
Washington  98055-4056;  telephone 
(206)  227-1112;  fax  (206)  227-1320. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
participate  in  the  making  of  the 
proposed  rule  by  submitting  such 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications  shall 
identify  the  Rules  Docket  number  and 
be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  address 
specified  above.  All  communications 
received  on  or  before  the  closing  date 
for  comments,  spiecified  above,  will  be 
considered  befora  taking  action  on  the 
proposed  rule.  The  proposals  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  m  light 
of  the  comments  received. 

Comments  are  specifically  invited  on 
the  overall  regulatory,  economic, 
environmental,  and  energy  aspects  of 
the  proposed  rule.  All  comments 
submitted  will  be  available,  both  before 
and  after  the  cloeing  date  for  comments, 
in  the  Rules  Docket  for  examinatum  by 
interested  persons.  A  report 
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summarizing  each  FAA-public  contact 
concerned  with  the  substance  of  this 
proposal  will  be  filed  in  the  Rules 
Docket. 

Commenters  wishing  the  FAA  to 
acknowledge  receipt  of  their  comments 
submitted  in  response  to  this  notice 
must  submit  a  self-addressed,  stamped 
postcard  on  which  the  following 
statement  is  made:  “Comments  to 
Docket  Number  93-NM-17-AD.”  The 
postcard  will  be  date  stamped  and 
returned  to  the  commenter. 

Availability  of  NPRMa 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
NPRM  by  submitting  a  request  to  the 
FAA,  Transport  Airplane  Directorate, 
ANM-103,  Attention:  Rules  Docket  No. 
93-NM-17-AD,  1601  Lind  Avenue, 

SW.,  Renton,  Washington  98055—4056. 

Discussion 

On  January  23, 1991,  the  FAA  issued 
AD  90-26-52.  Amendment  39-6880  (56 
FR  4532,  February  5, 1991),  to  require: 

(1)  Repetitive  detailed  visual 
inspections  to  detect  defects  in  the 
aileron  control  system  and  repair  or 
replacement,  if  necessary;  (2)  flight 
checks  and  ground  inspections  of 
certain  airplanes;  (3)  a  revision  to  the 
FAA-approved  Airplane  Flight  Manual; 
and  (4)  installation  of  a  warning  placard 
to  prohibit  use  of  roll  trim  in  certain 
situations.  That  action  was  prompted  by 
reports  of  roll  departures  at  manual 
disconnection  of  the  autopilot.  The 
requirements  of  that  AD  are  intended  to 
prevent  severely  reduced  controllability 
of  the  airplane. 

Since  the  issuance  of  that  AD,  the 
manufacturer  has  developed  an 
improved  automatic  flight  control 
system  (AFCS)  computer  that 
incorporates  design  improvements  and  a 
wiring  modification  that  improves  roll 
out-of-trim  indications  and  eliminates 
the  risk  of  roll  trim  command,  which 
would  accentuate  the  out-of-trim 
condition.  Bad  bearings  in  the  aileron 
control  system,  incorrect  rudder  tab 
settings,  and  severe  out-of-trim 
conditions  masked  by  the  autopilot, 
could  result  in  severely  reduced 
controllability  of  the  airplane. 

Aerospatiale  has  issued  Service 
Bulletins  ATR42-22-0015,  Revision  1 
(for  Model  ATR42  series  airplanes),  and 
ATR72-22-1004,  Revision  1  (for  Model 
ATR72  series  airplanes),  both  dated 
March  6, 1992,  that  describe  procedures 
for  replacement  of  the  AFCS  computer 
with  a  new  AFCS  computer  that 
incorporates  design  improvements. 
Aerospatiale  has  also  issued  Service 
Bulletins  ATR42-27-<)058,  Revision  1, 
dated  February  27, 1992  (for  Model 
ATR42  series  airplanes),  and  ATR72- 


27-1019,  Revision  1.  dated  March  20, 
1992  (for  Model  ATR  series  airplanes), 
that  describe  procedures  for 
modification  of  the  wiring.  This 
modification  would  improve  roll  out-of- 
trim  indications  and  eliminate  the  risk 
of  roll  trim  command,  which  would 
accentuate  the  out-of-trim  condition. 

The  Direction  Generale  de  I’Aviation 
Civile  (DGAC),  which  is  the 
airworthiness  authority  for  France, 
classified  these  service  bulletins  as 
mandatory  and  issued  Airworthiness 
Directives  91-238-909(B)  and  91-237- 
044(B),  both  dated  October  30, 1991,  in 
order  to  assure  the  continued 
airworthiness  of  these  airplanes  in 
France. 

This  airplane  model  is  manufactured 
in  France  and  is  type  certificated  for 
operation  in  the  United  States  under  the 
provisions  of  §  21.29  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  and  the  applicable 
bilateral  airworthiness  agreement. 
Pursuant  to  this  bilateral  airworthiness 
agreement,  the  French  DGAC  has  kept 
the  FAA  informed  of  the  situation 
described  above.  The  FAA  has 
examined  the  findings  of  the  French 
DGAC,  reviewed  all  available 
information,  and  determined  that  AD 
action  is  necessary  for  products  of  this 
type  design  that  are  ceriificated  for 
operation  in  the  United  States. 

Since  an  unsafe  condition  has  been 
identified  that  is  likely  to  exist  or 
develop  on  other  airplanes  of  the  same 
type  design  registered  in  the  United 
States,  the  proposed  AD  would 
supersede  AD  90-26-52  to  require 
replacement  of  the  AFCS  computer  with 
a  new  AFCS  computer  and  modification 
of  its  wiring,  which,  when 
accomplished,  would  terminate  the 
requirements  for  an  AFM  revision  and 
a  warning  placard.  .The  actions  would 
be  required  to  be  accomplished  in 
accordance  vrith  the  service  bulletins 
described  previously.  This  proposal 
would  continue  to  require:  (1) 

Repetitive  detailed  visual  inspections  to 
detect  defects  in  the  aileron  control 
system  and  repair  or  replacement,  if 
necessary;  (2)  flight  checks  and  ground 
inspections  of  certain  airplanes;  (3)  a 
revision  to  the  FAA-approved  Airplane 
Flight  Manual;  and  (4)  installation  of  a 
warning  placard  to  prohibit  use  of  roll 
trim  in  certain  situations. 

The  FAA  estimates  that  99  airplanes 
of  U.S.  registry  would  be  affected  by  this 
proposed  AD,  that  it  would  take 
approximately  126  work  hours  per 
airplane  to  accomplish  the  proposed 
actions,  and  that  the  average  labor  rate 
is  $55  per  work  hour.  Required  parts 
would  be  provided  at  no  cost  to  the 
operator.  Based  on  these  figures,  the 
total  cost  impact  of  the  proposed  AD  on 


U.S.  operators  is  estimated  to  be 
$686,070,  or  $6,930  per  airplane.  This 
total  cost  figure  assumes  that  no 
operator  has  yet  accomplished  the 
j)roposed  requirements  of  this  AD 
action. 

The  regulations  proposed  herein 
would  not  have  substantial  direct  effects 
on  the  States,  on  the  relationship 
between  the  national  government  and 
the  States,  or  on  the  distribution  of 
power  and  responsibilities  among  the 
various  levels  of  government.  Therefore, 
in  accordance  with  Executive  Order 
12612,  it  is  determined  that  this 
proposal  would  not  have  sufficient 
federalism  implications  to  warrant  the 
preparation  of  a  Federalism  Assessment. 

For  the  reasons  discussed  above,  I 
certify  that  this  proposed  regulation  (1) 
is  not  a  “major  rule”  under  Executive 
Order  12291;  (2)  is  not  a  “significant 
rule”  under  the  DOT  Regulatory  Policies 
and  Procedures  (44  FR  11034,  February 
26, 1979);  and  (3)  if  promulgated,  will 
not  have  a  significant  economic  impact, 
positive  or  negative,  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities  under  the 
criteria  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act. 
A  copy  of  the  draft  regulatory  evaluation 
prepared  for  this  action  is  contained  in 
the  Rules  Docket.  A  copy  of  it  may  be 
obtained  by  contacting  the  Rules  Docket 
at  the  location  provide  under  the 
caption  ADDRESSES. 

List  of  Subjects  in  14  CFR  Part  39 

Air  transportation.  Aircraft.  Aviation 
safety.  Safety. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the 
authority  delegated  to  me  by  the 
Administrator,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  proposes  to  amend  14 
CFR  part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  as  follows: 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  39 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  49  U.S.C.  App.  1354(a),  1421 
and  1423;  49  U.S.C.  106(^;  and  14  CFR 
11.89. 

§39.13  [Amended] 

2.  Section  39.13  is  amended  by 
removing  amendment  39-6880  (56  FR 
4532,  February  5, 1991),  and  by  adding 
a  new  airworthiness  directive  (AD),  to 
read  as  follows: 

Aerospatiale:  Docket  93-NM-17-AD. 

Supersedes  AD  90-26-52,  Amendment 
39-6880. 

Applicability:  All  Model  ATR42  and 
ATR72  series  airplanes,  certificated  in  any 
category. 
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Compliamcr:  Bm»ii«id  m  indksled.  onless 
accora^ishad  praviously. 

Note  1:  Panviq)li:  (b)  of  this  AO  restates 
the  requiraaoBl  fo  rapetitioo  in^MctioM 
containod  ia  parafpvpL  h.  of  AD  90^26-S2. 
The  flnt  fnsp^ion  required  by  this  AD  lausf 
be  performed  within  the  specified  repetitive 
inspectloR  hitervst  after  t^  last  bisprcfion 
psifotmed  in  accprdaiico  with  paragrafdtbi  of 
AD  90-26-52. 

Note  3;  Paragraphs  folk  (ct,  fd),  and  (e>  of 
this  AO  restete  tha  loquiranienta  of 
paragraphs  c.,  d..  awt  a.  of  AO  90-26-52. 

As  allowed  by  the  phrasov  **1101000 
accompliahed  previously,’*  If  tbe 
requirements  of  poragraphs  a., c.  d..  and  e. 
of  AD  90-26-62  nave  been  accomplished 
previously,  paragraphs  Ca},  (cj,  (d).  and  of 
this  AD  do  not  reqidie  diet  dwy  be  repeated. 

To  prsvent  severely  reduced  contrtdhdulity 
of  tha  akplaoe.  arxcanphsk  the  fotlowing: 

(a)  Within  49  honra  after  February  19. 1991 
(the  effective  date  of  AO  90-2S-S2. 
Amendmaot  26-6880).  accon^ish  the 
requirements  of  parafpnapbe  (a)(1]  and  1^2) 
of  this  AD. 

(t)  Add  the  following  to  the  Limitations 
Sechon  of  the  FAA-approved  Airplane 
Manuel  (AFM)  and  notify  all  crew  members. 
This  aaay  be  accomplished  by  inserting  a 
copy  of  this  AD  in  dra  AFM. 

Use  of  eoB  trial  in  encass  of  plus  or  minus 
ana  unit  fona  dot)  with  tha  autopilot  engaged 
is  prohildted  encapt  far  an  engine  failure 
condition. 

(2)  Inst^  a  warmng  placacd  io  the  cockpit 
in  full  view  of  tha  pilot  end  copilot,  which 
states: 

Warning — Do  not  exceed  phis  or  minus 
one  unit  fane  DOT)  of  roll  trn  with  tha 
autopilot  angled  except  far  an  engine  failure 
condition. 

(b)  PriOT  to  the  accumulation  of  1,000  total 
hours  time-in-service  on  airptene:,  or 
within  SO  hours  time-in-service  after 
February  19. 1991  (the  eflective  date  of  AD 
90-26-52,  Amencfoieiit  39-6880).  whichever 
occurs  )atav,  and  theraaftec  at  inltevals  not  to 
exceed  1.090  hours  timeln-sarvice. 
accomplish  the  fallowing; 

(1)  C5pen  all  inspection  plates  la  the  wug 

which  provide  access  to  the  aileron  control 
system;  perform  a  detailed  haspsction  of  die 
aileron  control  system  in  accordance  with  the 
manufacturer’s  Maintenance  Manual  and 
verify  that  there  is  fresdom  of  movemmit 
withwt  binding;  and,  fm  the  Model  ATR42. 
verify,  in  accordance  with  Aerospatiale 
Service  BuUsdn  ATli42-27-0022.  Revision  1, 
dated  April  14. 1989,  diet  there  is  no  free 
play  in  excess  of  tolerances  specified  in  die 
service  bulletin.  . 

(2)  Perform  a  detailed  visual  inspection  of 
all  bearings  of  die  lileroo  control  system 
located  Is  dto  wings  ftw  pcopm  operation  and 
tbe  absence  of  ph^cal  defricts. 

(3)  If  any  discifqpancy  ia  faiud.  prior  to 
further  fli^t,  repair  or  replace  any  defactiwe 
part  with  a  serviceable  p^,  or  otherwise 
correct  the  discrepancy,  in  accordence  with 

9  the  raanufacturar's  Maintenance  Manual. 

(c)  For  airplanes  on  which  the  rnddbr  and/ 

csr  elevator  rods  have  been  rapteced  in 

accordance  with  Assospatiala  Senrice 
Bulletin  ATR42-27-0046,  dated  )une  It. 


1990^  or  ATIU2-23-0049.  dated  September 
14. 1996  (fat  Modal  ATR42  sortaa  airplanes); 
or  Aerospatiale  Service  Bulletin  ATR72-27- 
1008,  dated  June  11. 1990.  or  ATR72-27- 
1012,  dated  Octdtor  29. 1990  (for  Model 
ATR72  series  airptanesh  as  appMcabte, 
accomplish  dw  foDowmg; 

(1)  If  eidter  of  the  conditiorM  specified  in 
parafpaph  (cXl)(l)  « (c)(lXii>  of  this  AD 
apply,  widun  15  days  after  Ftefaruary  19. 1991 
(the  effective  date  of  AD  90-26-52. 
AmendnMot  39-6880),  parform  e  flight  check 
in  accordance  with  paragraph  CL  of 
Aerospatiale  Service  BuHetin  ATR42— 27- 
0050  ^or  Model  ATR4Z  series  aitplanasl  or 
ATK72-27-10t3  (for  Model  ATR72  series 
arrphmes),  bodi  dated  November  22, 1990.  as 
applicable.  The  flight  check  must  not  be 
performed  durhig  conmietdal  fl^t 

(1)  If,  as  a  result  of  the  flight  check  required 
by  tteegnphic  ADT90-24-5t  (issued 
November  16, 1990K  the  trim  settings  were 
deterattned  to  be  outside  dm  acceptable 
values  specified  in  the  telegraphic  AD;  or 

(ii)  If  that  fli^t  check  has  aot  been 
accomplished  as  of  February  19. 1991  (the 
elective  date  of  AD  90-26-52,  Amendment 
3»-«)80). 

(2)  If  one  or  more  of  the  trim  indications 
are  out  of  tofarance,  repair  prior  to  further 
flight,  in  accordance  with  a  method  approvec 
by  the  Managm^,  Stendardiz^aa  Brmicfa, 
ANM-113,  FAA,  Transport  Airptene 
Directorate. 

(3)  If  the  flight  check  required  by  paragraph 
C  of  telegraphic  AD  T90-24-51  has  been 
performed,  and  the  trim  settings  were  within 
the  acceptable  values  specified  in  diat 
telegraphic  AD,  no  ftirther  action  is  required 
by  this  paragraph. 

(d)  For  airplanes  on  which  the  rudder  tab 
rods  have  bmn  replaced  to  accordance  with 
Aerospatiale  Swvice  Bulletin  ATR42-27- 
0046,  dated  June  11, 1990,  or  ATR42-27- 
0049,  dated  September  14, 1990>  (fOT  Model 
ATHlZ  series  airplanes);  or  Aerospatiale 
Service  Bulletin  ATR72-27-1008,  dated  )une 
11. 1990,at  ATR72-27-1012,  dated  October 
29. 1990  (for  Model  ATR72  series  airplanes); 
as  applicable: 

(1)  Within  7  da3rs  aftet  February  19, 1991 
(the  eflective  date  of  AD  90-26-52, 
Amendmefit  39-5880),  peiform  aground 
inspectioa  to  detect  iBcorract  rud^  and 
trim  tab  settings,  to  accordance  with 
Aaroapatialo  ^rvico  Bulietins  ATR42-27— 
0051  (for  Model  ATR4Z  series  airplaues)  and 
AT73-27-oai4  (fas  Model  ATR72  series 
airplanes),  both  dated  November  22. 1990,  as 
applicabfa. 

(2)  If  any  discrepancy  is  found,  prior  to 
further  fb^t.  repair  or  replace  the  defective 
part  hi  aerordance  with  the  applicable 
service  buRetin. 

(e)  Within  10  days  after  accomplishing  the 
Inspections  requk^  by  paragraphs  (b),  fa), 
and  (d)  of  this  AD,  sutenit  a  written  report 
of  all  defects  to  tho  Maaeger,  Staadardixation 
Branch,  ANM— 113i.  FAA.  Transport  Auplaoe 
Direetoiate.  1601  Lind  Avenue,  SW..  Renton, 
Washington  98055-4056;  fax  number  (206) 
227-1320.  Information  collection 
requirements  contained  in  this  regulation 
have  been  approved  by  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budj^t  (OMB)  under  the 
pnwisioBS  of  the  Paperwork  Reaction  Act  of 


1960(44U-SjCL%(n  etseq^)  and  have  been 
assi^ied  OMB  Coutrol  Number  2t20-006&. 

(f)  Within  12  months  after  the  eflactivn 
date  of  this  AD,  replace  the  automatic  flight 
control  system  (AFC^  computer  with  a  new 
AFCS  computer  in  accordance  with 
Aerospatiale  Service  Bulletin  ATR42-22- 
0015,  Revision  1  (fcir  Modal  ATR42  series 
airplanes);  or  Aerospetiele  Service  Bulletin 
ATR72-Z2-100i.  Revisioa  1  (for  Model 
ATR72  series  airplaaes],  botti  dated  March  6. 
1992;  and  modify  tho  wiring  in  accordanes 
with  Aerospatiale  Service  Bulletin  ATR42r- 
27-0058,  Revision  1.  dated  February  27, 1992 
(for  Model  ATR42  series  airplanes);  or 
Aerospatiale  Service  Bulletin  ATit72-27- 
1019,  Revision  1.  dated  March  20. 1992  (for 
Model  ATR72  series  airplanes). 

(g)  Following  accomplishment  of  the 
replacement  of  tiie  AF^  computer  and  the 
ratification  of  the  wiring  required  by 
paragraph  (f)  of  this  AD  the  changes  to  the 
fli^tt  manual  and  the  ptecard  required  by 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  AD  may  be  removed. 

(h)  An  alternative  method  of  compKence  or 
adfastraent  of  the  compliance  tiraa  that 
provides  an  acceptable,  level  of  safety  may  be 
used  if  approved  by  the  Manager, 
Standardization  Branch.  ANM-113,  FAA, 
Transport  Airplane  Directorate.  Operators 
shall  submit  their  requests  through  an 
appropriate  FAA  Principal  Ma-intenence 
Inspector,  who  may  add  comments  and  then 
send  it  to  the  Ktenager,  Starafaedizarion 
Branch,  ANM-11r3;. 

Note  3c  Information  conceroiag  tha 
sxistmee  of  approved  akemative  methods  of 
compliaace  with  this  AD  if  any,  may  be 
obtained  from  the  Standardization  Branch, 
ANM-113, 

(i)  Special  fHg)ti  permits  may  be  issued  in 
accordance  with  FAR  21,197  and  21.199  to 
operate  the  airplane  to  a  location  where  the 
requirements  of  this  AD  can  be 
accomplished. 

Issued  in  Renton.  Washington,  on  May  18, 
1993. 

Darrell  M.  Pederson, 

Acting  Manager,  Transport  Airplane 
Directorate,  Aircraft  Certification  Service. 

|FR  Doc.  93-tZ169  Filed  5-21-93;  8^45  mn) 
BILUNQ  cooe  toto-ra-p 


14CFRPart39 

[Docket  N<k  92  WM  44  ADt 

Airworthiness  Directives;  Airbus 
Industrie  Model  A30D-€0fl  Series 
Airplanes 

AGENCYr  Federal  Aviation 
Administration.  DOT. 

ACTION:  Suwlementat  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking;  reopening  of 
conunent  period. 

SUMMARY;  This  document  revises  an 
earlier  proposed  airworthiness  directive 
(AD)  applicalde  to  e)l  Airbus  Industrie 
Model  A30O-B0O  series  airplanes,  that 
would  have  required  inspections  to- 
detect  cracks  in  the  center  spar  seaHmg 
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angles  adjacent  to  the  pylon  rear 
attachment,  cold  wmlc,  and  replacement 
of  any  cradled  p>arts;  and  inspWitions  to 
detect  cracks  in  the  adjacent  butt  strap 
and  skin  panel,  and  repair,  if  necessary. 
That  proposal  was  prompted  by  reports 
of  cracks  in  the  vertical  wd)  of  the 
center  spar  sealing  angles  of  the  wing. 

This  action  revises  um  proposed  rule 
by  clarifying  the  proposed  inspection 
requirements.  For  certain  airplanes,  this 
action  would  also  revise  the  initial 
inspection  thresholds  and  repetitive 
inspection  intervals.  The  actions 
specihed  by  this  proposed  AD  are 
intended  to  prevent  crack  formation  in 
the  sealing  angles:  such  cracks  could 
rupture  and  lead  to  subsequent  crack 
formation  in  the  bottom  skin  of  the 
wing,  resulting  in  reduced  structural 
integrity  of  the  center  spar  sef:tion  of  the 
wing. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  by 
July  5. 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Submit  comments  in 
triplicate  to  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  Transport 
Airplane  Directorate,  ANM-103, 
Attention;  Rules  Docket  No.  92-NM- 
44-AD.  1601  Lind  Avenue  SW.,  Renton, 
Washington  98055-4056.  Comments 
may  be  inspected  at  this  location 
between  9  a.m.  and  3  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Friday,  except  Federal  holidays. 

The  service  information  referenced  in 
the  proposed  rule  may  be  obtained  from 
Airbus  Industrie,  1  Rond  Point  Maurice 
Bellonte,  31707  Blagnac  Cedex,  France. 
This  information  may  be  examined  at 
the  FAA,  Transport  Airplane 
Directorate,  1601  Lind  Avenue  SW., 
Renton,  Washington. 

FOR  FURTHER  ^FORMATION  COMTACT:  Greg 
Holt,  Aerospace  Engineer, 
Standardization  Branch,  ANM-113, 
FAA,  Transport  Airplane  Directorate, 
1601  Lind  Avenue  SW.,  Renton, 
Washington  98055-4056;  telephone 
(206)  227-2140:  fax  (206)  227-1320. 

SUPPLEMEHTARY  INFORMATION: 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
participate  in  the  making  of  the 
proposed  rule  by  submitting  such 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications  shall 
identify  the  Rules  Docket  number  and 
be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  address 
speciHed  above.  All  communications 
received  on  or  before  the  closing  date 
for  comments,  specified  above,  will  be 
considered  before  taking  action  on  the 
proposed  rule.  The  proposals  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  light 
of  the  comments  received. 

Comments  are  specihcally  invited  on 
the  oveiall  regulatory,  economic. 


environmental,  and  energy  aspects  of 
the  proiK>sed  rule.  All  comments 
submitted  will  be  available,  both  before 
and  after  the  closing  date  for  comments, 
in  the  Rules  Docket  for  examination  by 
interested  persons.  A  report 
summarizing  each  FAA-public  contact 
concerned  with  the  substance  of  this 
proposal  will  be  filed  in  the  Rules 
Docket. 

Commenters  wishing  the  FAA  to 
acknowledge  receipt  of  their  comments 
submitted  in  response  to  this  notice 
must  submit  a  self-addressed,  stamped 
postcard  on  which  the  following 
statement  is  made:  "Comments  to 
Docket  Number  92-NM-44-AD.”  The 
postcard  will  be  date  stamped  and 
returned  to  the  commenter. 

Availability  of  NPRMs 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
NPRM  by  submitting  a  request  to  the 
FAA,  Transport  Airplane  Directorate, 
ANM-103,  Attention:  Rules  Docket  No. 
92-NM-44-AD,  1601  Lind  Avenue  SW., 
Renton,  Washington  98055-4056. 

Discussion 

A  proposal  to  amend  part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  to  add  an 
airworthiness  directive  (AD),  applicable 
to  all  Airbus  Industrie  Model  A300-600 
series  airplanes,  was  published  as  a 
supplemental  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  (NPRM)  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  Decem^r  22, 1992  (57  FR 
60743).  That  supplemental  NPRM 
would  have  required  repetitive  high 
frequency  eddy  current  (HFEC) 
inspections  to  detect  cracks  in  the 
center  spar  sealing  angles  adjacent  to 
the  pylon  rear  attachment,  cold  work, 
and  replacement  of  any  cracked  parts. 
That  supplemental  NPRM  would  also 
have  added  inspections  to  detect  cracks 
of  the  adjacent  butt  strap  and  skin 
panel,  and  repair,  if  necessary.  That 
supplemental  NPRM  was  prompted  by 
reports  of  cracks  in  the  vertical  web  of 
the  center  spar  sealing  angles  of  the 
wing.  That  condition,  if  not  corrected, 
could  result  in  crack  formation  in  the 
sealing  angles;  such  cracks  could 
rupture  and  lead  to  subsequent  crack 
formation  in  the  bottom  skin  of  the 
wing,  resulting  in  reduced  structural 
integrity  of  the  center  spar  section  of  the 
wing. 

Since  issuance  of  that  supplemental 
NPRM,  the  Air  Transport  Association 
(ATA)  of  America,  on  behalf  of  one  of 
its  members,  requests  that  the  proposed 
inspection  requirements  of  paragraph  (a) 
be  revised  to  exclude  those  airplanes  on 
which  the  modification  described  in 
Airbus  Repair  Drawing  R571— 40588  has 
been  accomplished.  ATA  notes  that 
accomplishment  of  this  modification 


terminates  the  inspection  requirements 
of  propiosed  paragraph  (a),  but  not  those 
of  proposed  paragraph  (b).  The  FAA 
concurs.  Therefore,  the  FAA  has  revised 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  supplemental 
NPRM  to  exclude  airplanes  on  which 
the  modification  described  in  Airbus 
Repair  Drawing  RS7 1-40588  has  been 
accomplished. 

One  commenter  requests  that  the  FAA 
revise  the  initial  thre^old  and 
repetitive  intervals  for  the  proposed 
inspection  in  paragraph  (a)  for  those 
airplanes  on  which  the  average  flight 
time  differs  fi-ora  the  2.1  hour  norm  by 
more  than  10  percent.  (The  2.1  hour 
average  flight  time  is  used  to  calculate 
the  proposi^  compliance  times.)  The 
commenter  maintains  that,  in  such 
cases,  the  proposed  compliance  times 
should  be  recalculated,  according  to  the 
adjustment  formula  provided  in  Airbus 
Industrie  Service  Bulletin  A300-57- 
6027,  dated  October  8, 1991.  The  FAA 
concurs  that  the  proposal  does  not 
account  for  those  airplanes  on  which 
the  average  flight  time  differs  ficm  the 
norm.  Therefore,  the  FAA  has  added  a 
new  paragraph  (b)  to  this  supplemental 
NPRM,  stating  that  for  those  airplanes 
on  which  the  average  flight  time  differs 
from  2.1  hours  by  more  than  10  percent, 
the  proposed  compliance  times 
specified  in  paragraph  (a)  of  the  AD 
must  be  recalculated  by  multiplying  by 
an  adjustment  factor  obtained  from  the 
formula  listed  in  the  above  referenced 
Airbus  service  bulletin. 

The  same  commenter  requests  that, 
for  clarification  purposes,  the  FAA 
revise  the  requirements  of  proposed 
paragraph  (c),  to  require  replacement  of 
the  pair  of  sealing  angles  on  the  affected 
wing  and  cold  work  of  the  attachment 
holes  in  accordance  with  Airbus  Repair 
Drawing  R571— 40589,  rather  than 
Airbus  ^rvice  Bulletin  A300-57-6027, 
dated  October  8, 1991.  The  FAA 
concurs.  While  the  proposal  states 
correctly  that  replacement  of  the  pair  of 
sealing  angles  on  the  affected  wing  and 
cold  work  of  the  attachment  holes  must 
be  performed  in  accordance  with  Airbus 
Service  Bulletin  A300-57-6027,  dated 
October  8, 1991,  the  service  bulletin 
refers  operators  to  the  above  referenced 
Airbus  repair  drawing.  Therefore,  the 
FAA  has  revised  paragraph  (d)  of  this 
supplemental  NPRM  [designated  as 
paragraph  (c)  in  the  existing 
supplemental  NPRM]  to  include  this 
revision. 

The  same  commenter  also  requests 
that  the  FAA  revise  proposed  paragraph 
(d)  to  refer  correctly  to  accomplishment 
of  repairs  in  accordance  with  Airbus 
Repair  Drawing  R571— 40611,  rather 
than  Airbus  Repair  Drawing  R571- 
40589.  The  FAA  concurs  that  the 
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incorrect  repair  drawing  was  referenced 
in  paragraph  (d)  of  the  proposal. 
Accordingly,  the  FAA  has  revised 
paragraph  (e)  of  this  supplemental 
NPRM  [designated  as  paragraph  (d)  of 
the  existing  supplemental  NPRM]  to  cite 
'Airbus  Repair  Drawing  R571-40611  as 
the  appropriate  service  information 
soiuce. 

Cracks  in  the  vertical  web  of  the 
center  spar  sealing  angles  of  the  wing, 
if  not  detected  and  corrected,  could 
result  in  crack  formation  in  the  sealing 
angles.  Such  cracks  could  rupture  and 
lead  to  subsequent  crack  formation  in 
the  bottom  skin  of  the  wing,  resulting  in 
reduced  structural  integrity  of  the  center 
spar  section  of  the  wing. 

Since  these  changes  expand  the  scope 
of  the  originally  proposed  rule,  the  FAA 
has  determined  that  it  is  necessary  to 
reopen  the  comment  period  to  provide 
additional  opportunity  for  public 
comment. 

There  are  approximately  118  Model 
A300-600  series  airplanes  of  the 
affected  design  in  the  worldwide  fleet. 
The  FAA  estimates  that  30  airplanes  of 
U.S.  registry  would  be  affected  by  this 
proposed  AD,  that  it  would  take 
approximately  12  work  hours  per 
airplane  to  accomplish  the  proposed 
actions,  and  that  the  average  labor  rate 
is  $55  per  work  hour.  Bas^  on  these 
figures,  the  total  cost  impact  of  the 
proposed  AD  on  U.S.  operators  is 
estimated  to  be  $19,800,  or  $660  per 
airplane.  This  total  cost  figure  assumes 
that  no  operator  has  yet  accomplished 
the  proposed  requirements  of  this  AD 
action. 

The  regulations  proposed  herein 
would  not  have  substantial  direct  effects 
on  the  States,  on  the  relationship 
between  the  national  government  and 
the  States,  or  on  the  distribution  of 
power  and  responsibilities  among  the 
various  levels  of  government.  Therefore, 
in  accordance  with  Executive  Order 
12612,  it  is  determined  that  this 
proposal  would  not  have  sufficient 
federalism  implications  to  warrant  the 
preparation  of  a  Federalism  Assessment. 

For  the  reasons  discussed  above,  I 
certify  that  this  proposed  regulation  (1) 
is  not  a  “major  rule”  under  Executive 
Order  12291;  (2)  is  not  a  “significant 
rule”  under  the  DOT  Regulatory  Policies 
and  Procedures  (44  FR  11034,  February 
26, 1979);  and  (3)  if  promulgated,  will 
not  have  a  signiflcant  economic  impact, 
positive  or  negative,  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities  under  the 
criteria  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act. 
A  copy  of  the  draft  regulatory  evaluation 
prepared  for  this  action  is  contained  in 
the  Rules  Docket.  A  copy  of  it  may  be 
obtained  by  contacting  the  Rules  Docket 


at  the  location  provided  under  the 
caption  ADDRESSES. 

List  of  Subjects  in  14  CFR  Part  39 

Air  transportation.  Aircraft,  Aviation 
safety.  Safety. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the 
authority  delegated  to  me  by  the 
Administrator,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  proposes  to  amend  14 
CFR  part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  as  follows: 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  39 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  49  U.S.C.  App.  1354(a).  1421 
and  1423;  49  U.S.C.  106(g);  and  14  CFR 
11.89. 

§39.13  [Amended] 

2.  Section  39.13  is  amended  by 
adding  the  following  new  airworthiness 
directive: 

Airbus  Industrie:  Docket  92-NM— 44-AD. 

Appiicability:  All  Model  A300-600  series 
airplanes,  certificated  in  any  category. 

Compliance:  Required  as  indicated,  unless 
accomplished  previously. 

To  prevent  reduced  structural  integrity  of 
the  center  spar  section  of  the  wing, 
accomplish  the  following: 

(a)  For  those  airplanes  on  which  the 
modification  described  in  Airbus  Repair 
Drawing  R571-40588  has  not  been 
accomplished:  Perform  high  frequency  eddy 
current  (HFEC)  inspections  to  detect  cracks 
in  the  center  spar  sealing  angles  adjacent  to 
Rib  8,  in  accordance  with  Airbus  Industrie 
Service  Bulletin  No.  A300-57-6027,  dated 
October  8, 1991,  at  the  times  specified  in 
paragraph  (a)(1),  (a)(2),  or  (a)(3)  of  this  AD, 
as  applicable: 

(1)  For  airplanes  that  have  accumulated 
less  than  12,000  total  landings  as  of  the 
effective  date  of  this  AD:  Prior  to  the 
accumulation  of  12,000  total  landings  or 
within  2,000  landings  after  the  effective  date 
of  this  AD,  whichever  occurs  later;  and 
thereafter  at  intervals  not  to  exceed  6,000 
landings. 

(2)  For  airplanes  that  have  accumulated 
12,000  total  landings  or  more,  but  less  than 
14,000  total  landings  as  of  the  effective  date 
of  this  AD:  Prior  to  the  accumulation  of 
14,000  total  landings  or  within  2,000 
landings  after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD, 
whichever  occurs  later;  and  thereafter  at 
intervals  not  to  exceed  6,000  landings. 

(3)  For  airplanes  that  have  accumulated 
14,000  total  landings  or  more  as  of  the 
effective  date  of  this  AD:  Prior  to  the 
accumulation  of  500  landings  after  the 
effective  date  of  this  AD;  and  thereafter  at 
intervals  not  to  exceed  6,000  landings. 

(b)  For  those  airplanes  on  which  the 
average  flight  time  differs  from  2.1  hours  by 
more  than  10  percent:  For  purposes  of 
complying  with  this  AD,  the  initial 


inspection  thresholds  and  the  repetitive 
inspection  intervals  specifted  in  paragraph 
(a)  of  this  AD  must  be  multiplied  by  an 
adjustment  factor  obtained  ftom  the  formula 
listed  in  paragraph  l.C.(3)  of  Airbus  Industrie 
Service  Bulletin  A300-57-6027,  dated 
October  28, 1991. 

(c)  For  those  airplanes  on  which  the 
modification  described  in  Airbus  Repair 
Drawing  R571-40588  has  been 
accomplished:  Prior  to  the  acdumulation  of 
15,000  landings  after  accomplishing  the 
modification,  or  within  500  landings  after  the 
effective  date  of  this  AD,  whichever  occurs 
later,  and  thereafter  at  intervals  not  to  exceed 
6,000  landings,  perform  a  HFEC  inspection  to 
detect  cracks  in  the  center  spar  sealing  angles 
adjacent  to  Rib  8,  in  accordance  with  Airbus 
Industrie  Service  Bulletin  No.  A300-57- 
6027,  dated  October  8, 1991. 

(d)  If  any  crack  is  found  in  the  center  spar 
sealing  angles,  including  cracking  entirely 
through  the  sealing  angle,  as  a  result  of  the 
inspections  required  by  paragraph  (a),  (b),  or 

(e)  of  this  AD,  prior  to  further  flight,  replace 
the  pair  of  sealing  angles  on  the  affected  wing 
and  cold  work  the  attachment  holes,  in 
accordance  with  Airbus  Repair  Drawing 
R571— 40589;  and  perform  the  repetitive 
inspections  required  by  paragraph  (c)  of  this 
AD. 

(e)  If  any  sealing  angle  is  found  to  be 
cracked  through  entirely  as  a  result  of  the 
inspections  required  by  paragraph  (a)  or  (c) 
of  this  AD,  prior  to  further  flight,  perform 
additional  inspections  to  detect  cracks  in  the 
adjacent  butt  strap  and  skin  panel,  in 
accordance  with  paragraph  2.B.(5)  of  Airbus 
Industrie  Service  Bulletin  No.  A300-57- 
6027,  dated  October  8, 1991.  If  any  crack  is 
found  in  the  adjacent  butt  strap  and  skin 
panel,  prior  to  ftirther  flight,  repair  it  in 
accordance  with  Airbus  Repair  Drawing 
R571-40611. 

(f)  An  alternative  method  of  compliance  or 
adjustment  of  the  compliance  time  that 
provides  an  acceptable  level  of  safety  may  be 
used  if  approved  by  the  Manager, 
Standardization  Branch,  ANM-113,  FAA, 
Transport  Airplane  Directorate.  Operators 
shall  submit  their  requests  through  an 
appropriate  FAA  Principal  Maintenance 
Inspector,  who  may  add  comments  and  then 
send  it  to  the  Manager,  Standardization 
Branch,  ANM-113. 

Note:  Information  concerning  the  existence 
of  approved  alternative  methods  of 
compliance  with  this  AD,  if  any,  may  be 
obtained  from  the  Standardization  Branch, 
ANM-113. 

(g)  Sp>ecial  flight  permits  may  be  issued  in 
accordance  with  FAR  21.197  and  21.199  to 
operate  the  airplane  to  a  location  where  the 
requirements  of  this  AD  can  be 
accomplished. 

Issued  in  Renton,  Washington,  on  May  18, 
1993. 

Darrell  M.  Pederson, 

Acting  Manager,  Transport  Airplane 
Directorate,  Aircraft  Certification  Service. 

(FR  Doc.  93-12168  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
50  CFR  Part  17 

Endangered  and  Threatened  Wildlife 
and  Plants;  Notice  of  Public  Hearings 
for  Proposed  Establishment  of  a 
Nonessential  Experimental  Population 
of  Black-footed  Ferrets  (Musteia 
Nigripes)  in  the  Corurta  Basin/ 

Badlands  Area  of  South  Dakota 

AGENCY:  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule;  notice  of  public 
hearings. 

SUMMARY;  Notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  is  holding 
two  public  hearings  to  receive 
comments  on  a  proposed  rule  for  an 
experimental  population  designation  for 
the  black-footed  ferret  {Musteia  nigripes) 
in  portions  of  Pennington,  Jackson,  and 
Shannon  Counties,  South  Dakota.  Black¬ 
footed  ferrets  would  be  reintrodiiced 
only  in  the  Conata  Basin/Badlands  area 
of  Pennington  County  near  Wall,  South 
Dakota.  Interested  individuals,  groups 
agencies,  and  others  are  invited  to 
attend  one  or  both  of  these  hearings  lo 
make  their  views  known  about  the 
proposed  rulemaking  and  to  provide 
comments  on  the  draft  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  concerning  the 
reintroduction. 

DATES:  Public  hearings  will  be  held  from 
7  p  m.  to  10  p.m.  One  will  be  held  on 
June  9, 1993,  in  Pierre,  South  Dakota; 
another  will  be  held  on  June  10, 1993, 
in  Rapid  City,  South  Dakota.  Public 
comments  will  be  accepted  from  May 
19, 1993,  to  July  19,1993. 

ADDRESSES:  The  public  hearings  will  be 
held  in  the  Ramkota  Inn,  920  West 
Sioux  Avenue,  Pierre,  South  Dakota,  on 
June  9, 1993,  and  in  the  Howard 
Johnson  Motor  Lodge,  2211  LaCrosse 
Street,  Rapid  City,  South  Dakota,  on 
June  10, 1993.  Written  comments 
concerning  the  proposal  for 
nonessential  experimental  population  of 
black-footed  ferrets  in  south-western 
South  Dakota  can  be  sent  to  the  State 
Supervisor,  Ecological  Services,  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service,  420  South  Garfield 
Avenue,  Pierre,  South  Dakota  57501. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Background 

On  May  19, 1993  (58  FR  29176),  the 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  (Service) 
published  a  proposed  rule  in  the 
Federal  Register  for  classifying  black¬ 
footed  ferrets  {Musteia  nigripes)  as  a 
nonessential  experimental  population  in 
three  counties  (Pennington,  Jackson, 


and  Shannon  Counties)  of  the  Conata 
Basin/Badlands  area,  Sbuth  Dakota. 
Black-footed  ferrets  would  be 
reintroduced  in  portions  of  in  the 
Badlands  National  Park  and  the  Buffalo 
Gap  National  Grassland,  where  they 
would  constitute  a  nonessential 
experimental  population.  In  addition  to 
preparing  this  proposed  rule,  the 
Service  has  worked  in  cooperation  with 
the  U.S.  Forest  Service  ana  the  National 
Park  in  preparing  a  draft  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  (Statement)  for  this 
proposed  reintroduction.  The 
reintroduction  efforts  will  use 
experimental  techniques  to  establish  a 
fi^e-ranging  wild  population  of  black- 
footed  ferrets  as  part  of  a  national 
recovery  effort.  The  two  public  hearings 
will  provide  interested  parties  an 
opportunity  to  make  their  views  known 
on  the  proposed  rulemaking  and  to 
comment  on  the  draft  Statement. 

The  proposed  rule  will  change  the 
legal  status  of  the  black- footed  ferret 
within  the  defined  experimental  area 
from  an  endangered  species  to 
nonessential  experimental  as  defined  by 
section  10(j)  of  the  Endangered  Species 
Act  of  1973,  as  amended  (16  U.S.C.  1531 
et  seq.).  In  addition,  black-footed  ferrets 
would  be  reintroduced  by  releasing 
captive  animals  on  public  lands  in  a 
proposed  reintroduction  of  about  17,000 
hectares  (42,000  acres)  of  mixed-grass 
prairie  interspersed  with  barren  land. 
The  proposed  experimental  area 
contains  public,  private,  and  tribal  lands 
in  Pennington,  Jackson,  and  Shannon 
Counties,  South  Dakota.  However,  all  of 
the  reintroduction  area  will  be  in 
Pennington  County  asd  on  public  lands 
that  are  administered  by  the  U.S.  Forest 
Service  and  National  Park  Service. 

Other  government  agencies  and 
members  of  the  public  contributed  to 
the  planning  and  evaluation  of  this 
proposal  and  the  preparation  of  a 
Statement.  A  notice  of  intent  to  prepare 
a  Statement  was  published  on  February 
14, 1992  (57  FR  5415),  and  an  amended 
notice  of  intent  was  published  on 
January  22, 1993  (58  FR  5707).  A  State 
working  group,  which  included  various 
parties  from  agricultural, 
environmental,  and  governmental 
interests,  was  formed  in  1988  to  identify 
and  nominate  potential  black-footed 
ferret  restoration  sites  in  South  Dakota. 
In  1989,  South  Dakota  Governor 
Mickelson  requested  that  black-footed 
ferret  restoration  be  addressed  through  a 
coordinated  resource  management 
process.  As  a  result,  a  local  level 
committee  of  interested  parties 
representing  ranching,  agricultural, 
environmental,  and  governmental 
interests  met  six  times.  This  committee 
did  not  reach  consensus  on  a 


reintroduction  plan,  but  was 
instrumental  in  identifying  issues  that 
needed  to  be  addressed.  Two  public 
scoping  meetings  also  were  held,  one  on 
February  26. 1992,  in  Wall.  South 
Dakota:  the  other  on  February  27, 1992, 
at  Sioux  Falls,  South  Dakota.  The 
Service  sent  more  than  300  notice  of 
these  scoping  meetings  to  interested 
individuals,  organizations,  and 
agencies. 

Author 

The  primary  author  of  this  notice  is 
Douglas  Searis,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service  (see  ADDRESSES  above). 

List  of  Subjects  in  50  CFR  Part  17 

Endangered  and  threatened  species. 
Exports,  Imports.  Reporting  and 
recordkeeping  requirements. 
Transportation. 

Dated:  May  18, 1993. 

Robert  D.  Jacobsen, 

Acting  Regional  Director. 

IFR  Doc.  93-12172  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  ami 
BtUJNQ  COOC  4310-5S-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

50  CFR  Part  641 

Reef  Fish  Fishery  of  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico;  Public  Hearings 

AGENCY:  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service  (NMFS),  NOAA,  Commerce. 
ACTION:  Public  hearings  on  proposed 
Amendment  7  to  the  Fishery 
Management  Plan  for  Reef  Fish 
Resources  of  the  Gulf  of  Mexico;  request 
for  comments. 

SUMMARY:  The  Gulf  of  Mexico  Fishery 
Management  Council  (Council)  will 
convene  public  hearings  on  proposed 
Amendment  7  to  the  Fishery 
Management  Plan  for  the  Reef  Fish 
Resources  of  the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  which 
proposes  to  develop  a  limited  access 
system  to  replace  the  current 
moratorium  on  entry  to  the  commercial 
red  snapper  fishery. 

DATES:  Written  comments  on  the 
proposed  actions  must  be  received  by 
June  28, 1993.  See  SUPPLEMENTARY 
INFORMATION  fur  dates  and  times  of  the 
public  hearings.  ' 

ADDRESSES:  Send  written  comments  to 
the  Gulf  of  Mexico  Fishery  Management 
Council,  5401  West  Kennedy  Boulevard, 
suite  331,  Tampa,  FL  33609.  See 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION  for 
locations  of  the  public  hearings. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
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Steven  M.  Atran,  Gulf  of  Mexico  Fishery 
Management  Council,  813-228-2815. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Proposed 
Amendment  7  includes  the  following 
actions:  (1)  Implementation  of  an  effort 
management  system  to  replace  or 
supplement  the  current  rules  governing 
commercial  harvest  of  red  snapper  in 
the  Gulf  of  Mexico  (the  preferred  option 
is  to  implement  an  individual 
transferable  quota  system] ;  (2) 
consideration  of  specific 
implementation  options  to  govern  initial 
and  subsequent  allocations  and 
administration  of  an  efiort  management 
system;  (3)  revision  of  the  termination 
date  of  the  reef  fish  permit  moratorium 
either  to  extend,  shorten,  or  maintain 
the  existing  termination  date  of  May 
1995;  (4)  consideration  of  a  series  of 
options  afiecting  general  enforceability 
of  reef  fish  management  rules  including 
dealer  permitting;  requiring  that  red 
snapper  on  vessels  be  stored  in  separate 
containers  of  specified  sizes;  permitting 
vessels  for  charter  or  commercial 
fishing,  but  not  both;  applying  the 
greater  amberjack  size  and  bag  limits  to 
all  amberjack  species  in  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico,  including  lesser  amberjack, 
Almaco  jack,  and  banded  rudderfish; 
converting  the  amberjack  size  limit 
regulations  from  fork  length  to  total 
length;  prohibiting  commercial 
permitted  reef  fish  vessels  from 


possessing  a  recreational  bag  limit;  and 
requiring  that  red  snapper  be  offloaded 
from  vessels  only  between  the  hours  of 
8  a.m.  and  5  p.m.;  and  (5)  adjustment  of 
the  proposed  implementation  and 
moratorium  of  fish  trap  endorsements 
and  permits  to  allow  transfer  of 
endorsements  and  permits  to  occur 
between  members  of  the  immediate 
family. 

Twelve  public  hearings  axe  scheduled 
at  various  locations  to  obtain  public 
comment  on  the  proposed  and 
alternative  options.  All  hearings  will 
begin  at  7  p.m.  and  adjourn  at  11  p.m. 
and  will  be  held  on  the  following  dates 
at  the  following  locations: 

1.  Monday,  June  7, 1993 — Boothville 
Community  Center,  Highway  23, 
Boothville,  LA  (504-657-7202); 

2.  Tuesday,  June  8, 1993 — American 
Legion  Hall,  5610  College  Road,  Key 
West,  FL  (305-294-7117); 

3.  Tuesday,  June  8, 1993 — Gulf  Coast 
Research  Laboratory,  J.L.  Scott  Marine 
Education  Center  and  Aquarium 
Auditorium,  1650  East  Beach 
Boulevard,  Biloxi,  MS  (601-374-5550); 

4.  Wednesday,  June  9, 1993 — Mote 
Marine  Laboratory,  Laboratory  Seminar 
Room,  1600  Thompson  Parkway, 
Sarasota,  FL  (813-338-4441); 

5.  Wednesday,  June  9, 1993 — Stouffer 
Riverview  Plaza  Hotel,  Alabama  I  Room, 
64  Walter  Street,  Mobile,  AL  (205-438- 
4000); 


6.  Thursday,  June  10, 1993 — 
Pensacola  Civic  Center,  room  D,  201 
East  Gregory  Street,  Pensacola,  FL  (904- 
432-0800); 

7.  Thursday,  June  10, 1993 — ^National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service,  Panama  City 
Laboratory,  3500  Delwood  Beach  Road, 
Panama  City,  FL  (904-234-6541); 

8.  Monday,  June  14, 1993 — ^Port  Isabel 
Community  Center,  Comer  of  Yturria 
and  Maxan,  Port  Isabel,  TX  (512-943- 
2682); 

9.  Tuesday,  June  15, 1993 — University 
of  Texas,  Visitor’s  Center  Auditorium, 
Marine  Science  Institute,  750  Channel 
View  Drive,  Port  Aransas,  TX  (512-749- 
6729); 

10.  Wednesday,  June  16, 1993 — 
Holiday  Inn  on  the  Beach,  Ballroom  S, 
5002  Seawall  Boulevard,  Galveston,  TX 
(409-740-3581); 

11.  Thursday,  June  17, 1993 — Police 
Jury  Annex,  Courthouse  Square, 
Cameron,  LA  (318-775-5718);  and 

12.  Friday,  June  18, 1993,  Grade  Isle 
Community  Center,  Highway  1,  Grand 
Isle,  LA  (504-767-3500) 

Dated:  May  19. 1993. 

Joe  P.  Clem, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Fisheries 
Conservation  and  Management,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

(FR  Doc.  93-12214  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Forest  Service 

Southern  Region;  Exemption  From 
Appeai  of  the  Decision  To  Saivage 
Storm  Damaged  Timber  on  the 
Yeiiowpine  Ranger  District  of  the 
Sabine  National  Forest,  Texas 

AGENCY:  Forest  Service,  USDA. 

ACTION:  Notice;  exemption  of  decision 
from  administrative  appeal. 

SUMMARY:  Pursuant  to  36  CFR 
217.4(a)(ll),  the  Regional  Forester  for 
the  Southern  Region  has  determined 
that  good  cause  exists  and  notice  is 
hereby  given  to  exempt  from 
administrative  appeal  the  decision  to 
salvage  dead  and  dying  trees  that  were 
damaged  by  a  windstorm  on  the 
Yeiiowpine  Ranger  District  of  the 
Sabine  National  Forest.  A  portion  of  the 
storm-damaged  trees  have  already 
become  infested  with  southern  pine 
beetles  (SPB).  In  addition,  high 
temperatures  have  created  conditions 
suitable  for  the  rapid  spread  of  blue 
stain  fungi  in  dead  pine  trees.  If  not 
salvaged  quickly,  these  trees  will  have 
substantially  reduced  value  for  wood 
products.  Any  SPB  infestations  present 
are  likely  to  spread  beyond  the  storm- 
damaged  area  and  infest  presently 
healthy  trees  in  the  surrounding  area 
causing  additional  loss  of  timber 
resources. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  24,  1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Questions  about  the  exemption  should 
be  directed  to  Jean  P.  Kruglewicz, 
Appeals  and  Litigation  Group  Leader, 
Southern  Region,  Forest  Service-USDA, 
1720  Peachtree  Road  NW.,  Atlanta.  GA 
30367  (404)  347-4867. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  April 
14, 1993,  a  windstorm  damaged  or 
destroyed  trees  within  an  area  covering 
approximately  2,450  acres-south  of  the 
Housen  Bayou  cove  of  Toledo  Bend 
Reservoir  and  north  of  Six  Mile  Creek 


on  the  Yeiiowpine  Ranger  District  of  the 
Sabine  National  Forest.  Many  of  the 
trees  were  broken,  uprooted,  or  killed 
while  others  sustained  damage  and  will 
not  survive.  The  timber  stands  severely 
affected  by  this  windstorm  are  in  need 
of  salvaging  of  the  merchantable  trees 
killed  or  heavily  damaged.  High 
temperatures  and  humidities, 
characteristic  of  East  Texas  springtime, 
create  conditions  conducive  to  the  rapid 
spread  of  blue  stain  fungi,  and 
deterioration  of  recently  killed  pine 
timber. 

Two  Red-cockaded  woodpecker 
(RCW)  colonies  and  their  adjacent 
replacement  stands  received  damage.  In 
addition,  several  recruitment  and 
foraging  stands  were  damaged. 

Presently,  there  are  several  active  SPB 
infestations  in  the  surrounding  area,  and 
the  probability  of  additional  damaged 
trees  becoming  infested  is  high.  Any 
SPB  infestations  occurring  in  the 
damaged  areas  could  spread  to  adjacent, 
presently  healthy  trees,  including  RCW 
colonies  and  habitat  unless  they  are 
controlled  rapidly. 

An  analysis  is  currently  underway  on 
the  proposed  action  to  salvage  dead  or 
heavily  damaged  trees.  Given  the 
present  condition  of  the  damaged  trees 
and  their  susceptibility  to  infestation  by 
SPB,  the  need  for  action  is  critical.  Any 
delay  will  result  in  these  trees  having 
substantially  reduced  value  for  wood 
products  and  will  place  adjacent 
healthy  trees  at  risk  to  SPB  infestation, 
further  impacting  RCW  habitat. 

Dated;  May  17. 1993. 

Ralph  F.  Mumine, 

Acting  Deputy  Regional  Forester. 

[FR  Doc  93-12171  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am] 
BIUJNQ  CODE  3410-11-M 


Savant  Sage  Resource  Area;  Idaho 
Panhandle  National  Forests,  Kootenai 
County,  ID 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Intent  to  Prepare  an 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

SUMMARY:  The  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  the  Forest  Service  is  gathering 
information  in  order  to  prepare  an  EIS 
(Environmental  Impact  Statement)  for  a 
proposal  to  harvest  timber  and  build 
roads  in  a  portion  of  the  Savant  Sage 
Resource  Area.  The  area  is  located 
approximately  5  miles  east  of  Athol. 
Idaho,  and  is  approximately  8,000  acres 
in  size.  There  would  be  approximately 


22  timber  harvest  units,  treating  536 
acres,  with  regeneration  of  461  acres. 

A  "Leave  it  Green”  approach  would 
be  utilized  on  the  majority  of  the  treated 
acres,  with  approximately  288  acres  (8 
units)  harvested  under  a  group  selection 
presaiption.  Approximately  70  acres  (2 
units)  would  be  harvested  under  a  group 
shelterwood  prescription:  74  acres  (5 
units)  under  a  group  seed  tree 
prescription;  74  acres  (3  units)  under  a 
commercial  thin  prescription;  18  acres 
(2  units)  under  a  clearcut  prescription; 
and  12  acres  (2  units)  under  a  seed  tree  i 
prescription.  Approximately  1.6  miles  | 
of  new  road  would  be  constructed  to 
access  the  harvest  units,  with  5.1  miles  ^ 
of  road  reconstruction. 

Management  activities  would  be 
administered  by  the  Feman  Ranger 
District  of  the  Idaho  Panhandle  National 
Forests  in  Kootenai  County,  Idaho.  This 
EIS  will  tier  to  the  Forest  Plan 
(September  1987)  which  provides  the  | 
overall  guidance  (Goals,  Objectives, 
Standards  and  Guidelines,  and 
Management  Area  direction)  in 
achieving  the  desired  future  condition  ' 
for  this  area.  The  purpose  and  need  for 
the  proposed  action  encompasses  a 
landscape-level  approach  to  ecosystem 
management,  with  emphasis  on 
addressing  water  resource  needs  of  local 
residents. 

The  Forest  Service  also  serves  notice 
that  the  agency  is  seeking  information 
and  comments  from  Federal,  State,  and 
local  agencies  and  other  individuals  or 
organizations  who  may  be  interested  in 
or  affected  by  the  proposed  action.  This 
input  will  be  used  in  preparing  the  Draft 
EIS.  This  process  will  include: 

1.  Identification  of  potential  issues. 

2.  Identification  of  issues  to  be  | 

analyzed  in  depth.  ; 

3.  Elimination  of  insignificant  issues  ' 

or  those  which  have  been  covered  ^ 
by  a  relevant  previous  j 

environmental  analysis. 

4.  Identification  of  additional 
reasonable  alternatives. 

5.  Identification  of  potential  *}■  [ 

environmental  effects  of  the 
alternatives. 

6.  Determination  of  potential  '' 

cooperating  agencies  and  task 

.  assignments. 

Preparation  of  an  Environmental 
Assessment  was  initiated  in  March. 

1992,  to  examine  potential  timber 
harvest  in  this  area.  Substantial  public 
involvement  and  data  collection 
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activities  have  occurred.  The  level  of 
concern  expressed  by  the  public 
indicated  a  high  sensitivity  level 
concerning  personal  use  of  water 
resources  in  the  area,  the  importance  of 
visual  resources  to  both  local  residents 
and  seasonal  visitors  to  the  area,  and  the 
complexity  of  the  area  as  a  whole.  The 
work  that  occurred  in  preparation  for 
the  Environmental  Assessment  will  be 
used  as  a  basis  for  the  Environmental 
Impact  Statement.  Many  suggestions 
firoin  the  public  helped  to  shape  the 
preliminary  alternatives  under 
consideration.  Those  alternatives  will 
not  be  disregarded  in  the  EIS;  they  will 
be  fully  analyzed  along  with  any 
additional  alternatives,  based  on  all 
significant  issues  identified  during  the 
EIS  scoping  process.  The  purpose  of 
preparing  the  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  is  not  to  circumvent  the 
setting,  alternative  development  and 
analysis  that  has  already  occurred;  the 
purpose  is  to  provide  the  public  with 
additional  time  to  comment,  to  ensure 
that  ho  significant  concerns  or 
suggestions  are  missed. 

The  agency  invites  written  comments 
and  suggestions  on  the  issues  and 
management  opportunities  in  the  area 
being  analyzed.  For  most  effective  use, 
comments  should  be  sent  to  the  agency 
within  45  days  from  the  date  of 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 
Written  comments  concerning  the  scope 
of  the  analysis  must  be  received  within 
45  days  finm  the  date  of  publication  in 
the  F^eral  Register. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  written  comments  to 
District  Ranger,  Feman  Ranger  District. 
2502  E.  Sherman  Avenue,  Coeur 
d’Alene,  ID  83814. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Questions  about  the  proposed  action 
and  environmental  impact  statement 
should  be  directed  to  Sherri  Lionberger, 
Acting  Planning  Staff  Officer,  Feman 
Ranger  District,  Idaho  Panhandle 
National  Forests,  2502  East  Sherman 
Avenue,  Coeur  d’Alene,  ID  83814. 
Phone:  (208)  769-3000. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  Forest 
Plan  provides  the  overall  guidance  for 
management  activities  in  the  potentially 
affected  area  through  its  Goals. 
Ob)ectives,  Standaids  and  Guidelines, 
and  Management  Area  direction.  The 
potentially  affected  area  is  within  the 
following  Management  Areas: 

Management  Area  1:  Consists  of  lands 
designated  for  timber  production.  The 
goals  are  to  manage  those  lands  suitable 
for  timber  production  for  the  long-term 
growth  and  production  of  commercially 
valuable  wotxi  products  as  well  as 
provide  for  soil  and  water  protection. 


wildlife  habitat,  dispersed  recreation 
opportimities  and  visual  quality. 

Management  Area  6:  Consists  of  lands 
designated  for  management  of  big-game 
summer  range,  to  provide  sufficient . 
habitat  to  support  projected  elk 
populations,  and  to  provide  fcM*  the  long¬ 
term  growth  and  production  of  wood 
products; 

Management  Area  9:  Consists  of  non¬ 
forest  lands  or  lands  not  capable  of 
timber  production.  Management  goals 
are  to  maintain  and  protect  existing 
improvements  and  resource  productive 
potentials. 

Management  Area  19:  Consists  of 
lands  to  be  managed  for  semi-primitive 
recreation  and  timber  production. 
Management  goals  are  to  manage  the 
semi-primitive  recreation  setting  in  a 
near-natural  appearing  condition  while 
managing  wildlife  habitat  and  the 
timber  resource  through  scheduled  low 
levels  of  timber  harvest  within 
minimum  standard  interior  roads. 

A  range  of  alternatives  will  be 
considered.  One  of  these  will  be  the 
“no-action”  alternative,  in  which 
current  management  of  the  area  would 
continue,  and  timber  harvest  and 
associated  road  building  would  be 
deferred.  Other  alternatives  will 
examine  the  effects  of  timber  harvest, 
varying  in  the  volume  harvested, 
silvicultural  systems,  and  miles  of  road 
construction. 

The  Forest  Service  will  analyze  and 
document  the  direct,  indirect,  and 
cumulative  environmental  effects  of  the 
alternatives. 

Public  participation  will  be  important 
during  tl^  analysis.  People  may  visit 
with  Forest  Service  officials  at  any  time 
during  the  analysis  and  prior  to  the 
decision,  however,  two  periods  of  time 
are  specifically  identified  for  the  receipt 
of  comments:  During  the  scoping 
process,  and  in  the  review  of  the  Draft 
EIS  (July  1993). 

During  the  scoping  process,  the  Forest 
Service  is  seeking  information  and 
comments  from  Federal,  State,  and  local 
agencies  and  other  individuals  or 
organizations  who  may  be  interested  in 
or  affected  by  the  proposed  action. 

Meetings  with  area  residents, 
organizations,  and  other  agencies  will 
be  scheduled  as  needed. 

The  draft  environmental  impact 
statement  (DEIS)  is  expected  to  he 
available  for  public  review  in  June. 
1993.  After  a  45-day  public  comment 
period,  the  comments  received  will  be 
anal]rzed  and  considered  by  the  Forest 
Service  in  preparing  the  final 
environmental  impact  statement  (FEIS). 
'The  FEIS  is  scheduled  to  be  completed 
by  September,  1993.  The  Forest  ^rvice 
will  respond  to  the  comments  received 


in  the  FEIS.  *1116  District  Ranger  is  the 
responsible  official  for  this  EIS,  and  will 
make  a  decision  regarding  this  proposal 
considering  the  comments  and 
responses,  environmental  consequences 
discussed  in  the  FEIS,  and  applicable 
laws,  regulations,  and  policies.  The 
decision  and  reasons  for  the  decision 
will  be  documented  in  a  Record  of 
Decision. 

Dated;  May  12. 1993. 

Donald  J.  Bright, 

District  Hanger.  Feman  Hanger  District,  Idaho 
Panhandle  National  Forests. 

(FR  Doc.  93-12154  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am) 

BHXINQ  CODE 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Agency  Form  Under  Review  by  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget 

DOC  has  submitted  to  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  (OMB)  for 
clearance  the  following  prop>osai  for 
collection  of  information  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Paperwork  Reduction 
Act  (44  U.S.C.  chapter  35). 

Agency:  Bureau  of  the  ^nsus. 

Title:  Annual  Survey  of  State  Tax 
Collections. 

Form  Numbeiis):  F-5,  F-5A,  F-5-L1, 
F-5-L2. 

Agency  Approval  Number:  0607- 
0046. 

Type  of  Request:  Reinstatement  of  a 
previously  approved  collection  for 
which  approval  has  expired. 

Burden:  109  hours. 

Number  of  Respondents:  79. 

Avg  Hours  Per  Response:  1  hour  and 
23  minutes. 

Needs  and  Uses:  This  form  is  used  to 
collect  information  on  the  annual  tax 
collections  of  each  state  and  the  District 
of  Columbia.  The  data  collected  are  a 
key  component  of  the  national  income 
accounts  maintained  by  the  Department 
of  Commerce,  are  used  in  long 
established  Census  Bureau  reports  in 
the  government  finance  series,  and 
provide  important  information  to 
officials  and  researchers  in  the  analysis 
of  state  government  finances.  The 
Bureau  of  Economic  Analysis  uses  the 
state  tax  data  to  prepare  estimates  of 
several  components  of  the  national 
income  and  product  accounts.  State  tax 
officials  and  academic  researchers  use 
these  tax  collection  data  to  determine 
relative  burdens  and  trends  among  the 
states  and  on  a  nationwide  basis.  Private 
comm^tdal  and  industrial  firms  use 
state  tax  burden  as  one  element  in 
determining  business  location. 

Affected  Public:  State  or  local 
governments. 

Frequency:  Annually. 
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Respondent’s  Obligation;  Voluntary. 

OMB  Desk  Officer:  Maria  Gonzalez, 
(202)  395-7313. 

Copies  of  the  above  information 
collection  proposal  can  be  obtained  by 
calling  or  writing  Edward  Michals,  DOC 
Forms  Clearance  Officer.  (202)  482- 
3271,  Department  of  Commerce,  room 
5312, 14th  and  Constitution  Avenue, 
NW,  Washington,  DC  20230. 

Written  comments  and 
recommendations  for  the  proposed 
information  collection  should  be  sent  to 
Maria  Gonzalez,  OMB  Desk  Officer, 
room  3208,  New  Executive  Office 
Building,  Washington,  DC  20503. 

Dated:  May  18, 1993. 

Edward  Michals, 

Departmental  Forms  Clearance  Officer,  Office 
of  Management  and  Organization. 

(FR  Doc.  93-12151  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am) 
BHOJNO  CODE  3S10-07-F 


International  Trade  Administration 

United  States-Canada  Free-Trade 
Agreement,  Article  1904  Binationai 
Panel  Reviews;  Notice  of  Decision  of 
Panel 

AGENCY:  United  States-Canada  Free- 
Trade  Agreement,  Binational 
Secretariat,  United  States  Section, 
International  Trade  Administration, 
Department  of  Commerce. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  decision  of  panel. 

SUMMARY:  By  a  decision  dated  May  6, 
1993,  the  Binational  Panel  affirmed  in 
part  and  remanded  in  part  the  final 
affirmative  countervailing  duty 
determination  made  by  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  International 
Trade  Administration  respecting  Certain 
Softwood  Lumber  Products  from  Canada 
(Secretariat  File  No.  USA-92-1904-01). 
A  copy  of  the  complete  panel  decision 
is  available  from  the  Binational 
Secretariat. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
James  R.  Holbein,  United  States 
Secretary,  Binational  Secretariat,  suite 
2061, 14th  and  Constitution  Avenue, 
Washington,  DC  20230,  (202)  482-5438. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Chapter 
19  of  the  United  States-Canada  Free- 
Trade  Agreement  ("Agreement”) 
establishes  a  mechanism  to  replace 
domestic  judicial  review  of  final 
determinations  in  antidumping  and 
countervailing  duty  cases  involving 
imports  from  the  other  country  with 
review  by  independent  binational 
panels.  When  a  Request  for  Panel 
Review  is  filed,  a  panel  is  established  to 
act  in  place  of  national  courts  to  review 
expeditiously  the  final  determination  to 
determine  whether  it  conforms  with  the 


antidumping  or  countervailing  duty  law 
of  the  country  that  made  the 
determination. 

Under  Article  1904  of  the  Agreement, 
which  came  into  force  on  January  1, 

1989,  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  and  the  Government  of  Canada 
established  Rules  of  Procedure  for 
Article  1904  Binational  Panel  Reviews 
("Rules”).  These  Rules  were  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  December  30, 
1988  (53  FR  53212).  The  Rules  were 
amended  by  Amendments  to  the  Rules 
of  Procedure  for  Article  1904  Binational 
Panel  Review,  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  December  27, 1989  (54  FR 
53165).  The  Rules  were  further 
amended  and  a  consolidated  version  of 
the  amended  Rules  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  June  15, 1992  (57 
FR  26698).  The  panel  review  in  this 
matter  was  conducted  in  accordance 
with  these  Rules. 

Background 

On  May  28, 1992,  the  U.S. 

Department  of  Commerce  ("Commerce”) 
published  its  final  affirmative 
countervailing  duty  determination  duty 
finding  that  the  stumpage  systems  of 
Alberta,  British  Columbia,  Ontario  and 
Quebec  conferred  a  weighted  average 
subsidy  of  2.91%  on  softwood  lumber 
exports.  The  individual  provinces  were 
assessed  the  following  rates:  Alberta — 
1.25%;  B.C.— 3.30%;  Ontario— 5.95% 
and  Quebec — 0.01%.  Commerce  further 
determined  that  British  Columbia’s  log 
export  regulations  conferred  a  subsidy 
of  4.65%  on  softwood  lumber  producers 
in  that  province,  yielding  a  weighted 
average  subsidy  of  3.60%.  Taken 
together.  Commerce  assessed  a 
"country-wide”  weighted  average  rate  of 
6.51%  on  softwood  lumber  exports  from 
all  provinces  and  territories  under 
investigation. 

Binational  Panel  Review  was 
requested  on  a  timely  basis  by  the 
Government  of  Canada,  a  number  of 
Canadian  provincial  governments,  and 
several  other  Canadian  interested 
persons.  The  Coalition  for  Fair  Lumber 
Imports  also  filed  a  complaint  about 
certain  findings  in  Commerce’s  final 
determination. 

Panel  Decision 

On  May  6, 1993,  the  Binational  Panel 
affirmed  in  part  and  remanded  in  part 
the  final  determination.  On  the  remand 
the  Pemel  ordered  that  Commerce: 

(a)  With  regard  to  provincial 
stumpage  programs: 

(1)  Undertake  an  express  evaluation 
and  weighing  of  all  four  factors 
enunciated  in  its  Proposed  Regulations, 
as  well  as  any  other  factors  relevant  to 
de  facto  specificity  and; 


(2)  Consider  whether  or  not  the 
provincial  programs  could  and  did  have 
a  distorting  effect  on  the  operation  of 
normal  competitive  markets  before  I 

concluding  that  these  governmental  | 

policies  involve  the  type  of 
"preferential”  pricing  that  constitutes  a 
countervailable  subsidy  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Tarifi  Act,  and  a  review 
of  all  the  evidence  regarding  the  natural 
resource  market  for  standing  timber  in 
light  of  the  legal  principles  formulated  i 
in  the  decision; 

(b)  With  regard  to  log  export 
restrictions: 

(1)  Review  the  record  and  establish 
whether  the  log  export  restrictions  are 
de  jure  specific  or  de  facto  specific  and; 

(2)  Clari^  the  meaning  of  the 

applicable  legal  standard  for  a  j 

countervailable  subsidy  and  ! 

demonstrate  that  the  standard  was  met 
by  substantial  evidence  on  the  record; 

(c)  Consider  the  exclusion  requests  of 

two  Quebec  companies,  Les  Industries 
Maibec  and  Materiaux  Blanchet;  and  i 

(d)  Provide  further  information  as  to 

the  participation  of  a  former  employee 
of  the  Coalition  for  Fair  Lumber  Imports 
in  the  investigation  and  final 
determination.  i 

Two  of  the  panelists  would  have  | 

found  log  export  restrictions  not  to  be 
countervailable  and  therefore  dissented 
from  the  findings  of  the  majority  on  log 
export  restrictions.  In  light  of  their 
position  on  this  issue,  these  panelists 
did  not  take  a  position  on  the  following 
findings  concerning  certain  calculation 
issues,  in  which  Commerce  was 
directed  by  the  majority  of  the  panel  on 
remand: 

(a)  To  consider  whether  the  areas  in 
British  Columbia  that  Commerce  relied 
upon  to  calculate  the  benefit  should  be 
expanded; 

(b)  To  recalculate  the  domestic  log 

{)rices  for  the  border  interior  using  the 
og  Purchase  Price  Index;  | 

(c)  To  determine  a  species/grade 
adjustment  for  logs  from  the  interior  of 
British  Columbia  supported  by 
substantial  evidence  on  the  record; 

(d)  To  expressly  consider  which  of  the 
Margolick-Uhler  elasticities 
assumptions  for  supply  and  demand 
Commerce  will  adopt  for  purposes  of 
calculating  the  equilibrium  price  factor; 

(e)  To  reconsider  the  economic 
adjustment  made  to  export  price;  and 

(f)  To  either  recalculate  the  export 
cost  adjustment  to  include  the 
diminished  value  of  the  falldown  sort  or 
to  adopt  a  within-grade  adjustment. 

The  Binational  Panel  instructed 
Commerce  to  provide  its  determination 
on  remand  within  90  days  of  the  panel 
decision  (by  August  4, 1993). 
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Federdi  Register 


Dated;  May  18, 1993. 

lamas  R.  HoDwin, 

United  States  Secretary,  FT  A  Binationaf 
Secretariat. 

IFR  Doc.  93-12150  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am] 
BSJJNQ  COM  »10-OT-M 


National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

Marina  Mammals 

AGENCY:  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service  (NMFS),  NOAA,  Commerce. 

ACTION:  Issuance  of  scientific  research 
permit  (PS35). 

SUMMARY:  Chi  March  30, 1993,  notice 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
(58  HI  16652)  that  an  applicaticm  had 
been  filed  by  Mr.  Stephen  ).  Insely  and 
Dr.  PetOT  Mvler,  Animal 
Communicaticm  Laboratory.  UnivMsity 
of  California,  Davis,  California  95616- 
8761  for  a  Permit  to  conduct  scientific 
research  on  up  to  210  northern  fur  seals 
{Callorhinus  ursinsus).  Of  these,  up  to 
100  fur  seals  (50  feinales/50  pups)  may 
be  bleach  marked  and  tagged  with 
plastic  All-Flex  tags  or  metal  monel  tags 
and  up  to  110  fur  seals  may  be 
inadvertently  harassed  during 
construction  of  blinds  and  during  video 
and  audio  acoustic  playback 
experiments  over  a  two-year  period.  * 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  May  17, 
1993,  as  authorize  by  the  provisions  of 
the  Marine  Mammal  Protection  Act 
(MMPA)  of  1972  (16  U.S.C.  1362-e< 
seg.),  the  Fur  Seal  Act  (16  U.S.C  1151- 
1175)  the  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service  issued  a  Permit  for  the  above 
taking,  subject  to  ct;rtain  conditions  set 
forth  therein. 

The  application  and  accompanying 
documentation  satisfy  the  issuance 
criteria  for  scientific  research  permits. 
The  requested  activities  are  consistent 
with  the  purposes  and  policies  of  the 
MMPA.  The  research  will  further  a  bona 
fide  scientific  purpose  that  does  not 
involve  unnecessary  duplication  of 
other  researdi. 

The  Permit  and  accompanying 
documentation  are  avail^le  for  review, 
by  appointment,  in  the  Permits 
Division.  Office  of  Protected  Resources, 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service, 
NOAA,  1335  East-West  Hwy.,  Silver 
Spring,  MD  20910  (301/713-2289);  and 

Director  Alaska  Region.  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service,  Federal 
Annex.  9109  Mendenhall  Mall  Rd.,  suite 
6  Juneau.  AK  99802  (907/586-7221). 
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Dated;  May  17, 1993. 

William  W.  Fox,  Jr., 

Director,  Office  of  Protected  Resources, 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

IFR  Doc.  9.3-12170  Filed  5-21-93-.  8;45  am] 

BKJJNO  COM  X10-22-M 


COMMISSION  ON  NATIONAL  AND 
COMMUNITY  SERVICE 

Rling  of  Summer  of  Service  Evaluation 
Forma 

AGENCY:  Commission  on  National  and 
Community  SMvice. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  The  Commission  on  National 
and  Community  Service  (CNCS)  has 
sent  to  the  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  (OMB)  a  request  for  expedited 
clearance,  by  June  3, 1993.  of  the 
following  proposal  for  the  collection  of 
information  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  (44  U.S.C. 
chapter  35). 

DATES:  Comments  on  this  information 
collection  must  be  submitted  by  June  1. 
1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  to  Mr. 

Steve  Semenuk,  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget,  New  Executive  Office 
Building,  726  Jackson  Place,  NW.,  room 
3002,  Washington,  DC  20503;  (202-395- 
6880).  In  addition,  copies  of  such 
comments  may  be  sent  to  Mr.  Dick 
Staufenberger,  The  Commissicm  on 
National  and  Community  Service, 
National  Press  Building,  suite  452,  529 
14th  Street  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20045; 
(202-724-0600). 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Dick  Staufenberger,  The 
Commission  on  National  and 
Community  Service,  National  Press 
Building,  Suite  452,  529  14th  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20045;  (202-724- 
0600). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Commission  on  National  and 
Community  Service  requests  the  review 
of  a  new  collection  of  information.  This 
entry  is  issued  by  the  Commission  on 
National  and  Community  Service  and 
contains  the  following  information:  (1) 
The  title  of  the  forms;  (2)  how  often  the 
required  information  must  be  reported; 
(3)  who  will  be  required  or  asked  to 
report;  (4)  what  the  form  will  be  used 
for;  (5)  an  estimate  of  the  number  of 
responses;  (6)  the  average  burden  hours 
per  response;  (7)  an  estimate  of  the  total 
number  of  hours  needed  to  prepare  the 
form.  This  entry  is  not  subject  to  44 
U.S.C.  3504(h). 

Title:  FY  93  Summer  of  Service 
Evaluation 


Frequency  of  Collection:  Most  forms  one 
time — activity  forms  biweekly 
Respondents:  Team  leaders, 
participants,  and  program  directors 
Use:  Evaluation  forms  elicit  relevant 
information  horn  team  leaders, 
participants,  and  program  directors 
Estimated  Number  of  Respondents: 

1500 

Average  Burden  Hours  Per  Response: 
0.33 

Total  Estimated  Burden:  450  hours. 

Dick  Staufenberger, 

Deputy  Director,  Commission  on  National 
and  Community  Service. 

(FR  Doc.  93-12231  Filed  5-21-93;  8;45  am) 
aajJNQ  COM  6C20-BA~M 


COPYRIGHT  ROYALTY  TRIBUNAL 

[CRT  Docket  No.  93-1 -DRD] 

1992  Audio  Homo  Recording  Act 
Distribution  Proceeding 

AGENCY:  Copyright  Royalty  Tribunal. 
ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  The  Copyright  Royalty 
Tribunal  directs  all  claimants  to  the 
1992  Audio  Home  Recording  Act 
(AHRA)  Funds  to  submit  comments 
regarding  the  status  of  any  settlement 
negotiations.  All  claimants  intending  to 
participate  in  the  1992  distribution 
proceeding  shall  include  with  their 
comments  a  Notice  of  Intent  to 
Participate. 

DATES:  Comments  are  due  no  later  than 
June  30, 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  An  original  and  five  copies 
of  the  comments  shall  be  addressed  to 
Chairman,  Copyright  Royalty  Tribunal, 
1825  Connecticut  Avenue  NW„  suite 
918,  Washington,  DC  20009. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Linda  R.  Bocchi,  General  Counsel, 
Copyright  Royalty  Tribunal,  1825 
Connecticut  Avenue  NW.,  suite  918, 
Washington,  DC  20009,  (202)  606-4400. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
notice  is  issued  to  direct  the  claimants 
to  the  1992  AHRA  Funds  to  report,  to 
the  Tribunal,  the  status  of  any 
settlement  negotiations.  The  Tribunal 
notes  that  on  March  30, 1993,  the 
American  Society  of  Composers, 
Authors  Publishers;  Broadcast  Music, 
Inc.;  SESAC,  Inc.;  The  Harry  Fox 
Agency,  Inc.,  a  licensing  subsidiary  of 
the  National  Music  Publishers' 
Association,  Inc.;  The  Songwriters  Guild 
of  America:  Copyright  Management, 

Inc.;  and  the  Gosi)el  Music  Coalition 
filed  a  joint  statement  reporting  that 
they  had  reached  a  settlement  among 
themselves  in  the  1992  Writers  and 
Publishers  Subfunds  of  the  Musical 
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Works  Fund.  However,  since  this 
settlement  is  not  a  global  settlement,  a 
controversy  remains  in  the  Musical 
Works  Fund.  To  date  the  Tribunal  has 
received  no  other  reports  regarding 
settlement  negotiaticms  in  the  1992 
distribution  proceeding.  As  is  standard 
practice,  the  Tribunal  encourages  the 
parties  to  reach  a  global  settlement  in 
this  proceeding. 

The  Tribunal  also  directs  all 
claimants  to  the  1992  AHRA  Funds, 
who  intend  to  participate  in  the 
distribution  proceeding,  to  include  in 
their  comments  a  Notice  of  Intent  To 
Participate.  Comments  are  due  no  later 
than  June  30, 1993. 

Dated:  May  19, 1993. 

Cindy  Daub, 

Chairman. 

[FR  Doc.  93-12244  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am] 
BUXINO  COOe 

DEPARTMENT  OF  EDUCATION 

Indian  Education  National  Advisoiy 
Council;  Meeting 

AGENCY:  National  Advisory  Council  on 
Indian  Education,  Education. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  open  meeting. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  sets  forth  the 
schedule  and  proposed  agenda  of  a 
forthcoming  meeting  of  the  National 
Advisory  Council  on  Indian  Education. 
This  notice  also  describes  the  functions 
of  the  Council.  Notice  of  this  meeting  is 
required  under  section  10(a)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act. 

OATES  AND  TIME:  June  27, 1993,  from  9 
a.m.  to  approximately  5  p.m. 

ADDRESSES:  The  meeting  will  be  held  at 
the  Embassy  Suites  Hotel,  333  Main 
Street,  Green  Bay,  Wisconsin,  54301, 
414/432-4555. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Robert  K.  Chiago,  Executive  Director, 
National  Advisory  Council  on  Indian 
Education,  330  C  Street,  SW.,  room 
4072,  Switzer  Building,  Washington,  DC 
20202-7556.  Telephone;  202/205-6353. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
National  Advisory  Council  on  Indian 
Education  is  established  under  section 
5342  of  the  Indian  Education  Act  of 
1988  (25  U.S.C.  2642).  The  Council  is 
established  to,  among  other  things, 
assist  the  Secretary  of  Education  in 
carrying  out  responsibilities  under  the 
Indian  ^ucation  Act  of  1988  (Part  C, 
Title  V,  Pub.  L.  100-297)  and  to  advise 
Congress  and  the  Secretary  of  Education 
with  regard  to  federal  education 
programs  in  which  Indian  children  or 
adults  participate  or  from  which  they 
can  benePit, 


The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public  and 
will  include  a  general  business  meeting. 
Council  activity  status  report  and 
frnalize  plans  for  the  coming  fiscal  year. 
Time  will  also  be  available  on  the 
agenda  for  any  comments  from 
interested  individuals  conceming  issues 
related  to  Indian  education. 

Records  are  kept  of  all  Council 
proceedings,  and  are  available  for  public 
insiiection  at  the  office  of  the  National 
Advisory  Council  on  Indian  Education 
located  at  330  C  Street  SW.,  room  4072, 
Washington,  DC  20202-7556  from  the 
hours  of  9  a.m.  to  4:30  p.m.  Monday 
through  Friday. 

Dated:  May  6, 1993. 

Robert  K.  Qiiago, 

Executive  Director,  National  Advisory 
Council  on  Indian  Education. 

IFR  Doc.  93-12213  Filed  5-21^3;  8:45  ami 
anXINO  CODE  400<M>1-H 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Bonneville  Power  Administration 

Delivery  of  the  Canadian  Entitiement; 
Intent  To  Prepare  an  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  and  Notice  of 
Scoping  Meetings 

AGENCY:  Bonneville  Power 
Administration  (BPA),  Department  of 
Energy  (EKDE). 

ACTION:  Notice  of  intent  to  prepare  a 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
(NEPA),  42  U.S.C.  4321  et  seq., 
environmental  impact  statement  (EIS) 
and  to  conduct  scoping  meetings. 

SUMMARY:  To  meet  the  obligations  of  the 
Columbia  River  Treaty  (Treaty)  between 
Canada  and  the  United  States  of 
America  (U.S.),  the  U.S.  must  deliver  to 
Canada  the  downstream  power  benefits 
(Entitlement)  to  which  C^ada  is 
entitled  under  the  Treaty.  The 
Administrator  of  BPA,  as  the  chairman 
of  the  U.S.  Entity  representing  the 
United  States  Government  under  the 
Treaty,  proposes  to  reach  an  agreement 
with  the  Canadian  Entity  for  the 
delivery  of  the  Entitlement  to  British 
Columbia  (B.C.).  The  process  for 
reaching  an  agreement  will  include 
negotiations  regarding  a  point  of 
delivery  and  consultations  regarding 
proposals  for  sale  of  the  Entitlement  in 
the  U.S. 

The  Entities  are  considering  a  range  of 
alternatives  for  delivering  the 
Entitlement.  The  components  of  these 
alternatives  include  delivering  the 
power  to  Oliver,  B.C;  agreeing  to 
deliver  to  points  other  than  Oliver; 
arranging  for  the  parties  to  pay  for  the 
construction  of  generating  facilities  in 


B.C;  or  selling  some  or  all  of  the 
Entitlement,  ^mbinations  of  these 
components  are  likely  to  make  up  the 
alternatives  consider^  by  the  Entities. 

BPA  is  preparing  an  EIS  to  assess  the 
potential  environmental  efiects  of  the 
various  alternatives  for  delivering  the 
Canadian  Entitlement,  and  to  fulfill 
NEPA  requirements.  The  U.S. 
Department  of  State  will  participate  as 
a  cooperating  agency  for  the  puiposes  of 
the  EIS  process.  To  ensure  that  tne  full 
range  of  issues  related  to  delivering  the 
Canadian  Entitlement  is  addressed, 
comments  on  the  proposed  scope, 
alternatives,  and  content  of  the  EIS  are 
invited  from  all  interested  parties. 

DATES:  The  scoping  meetings  will  be 
held  in  the  following  locations  on  the 
following  dates: 

•  Spokane.  Washington,  June  8, 1993,  7 
p.m.-9  p.m.,  Spokane  Community  College, 
Lair  Building  *6,  Sasquatch  Room,  810 
Green  Street,  Spokane,  WA 

•  Seattle,  Washington,  June  9, 1993,  7  p.m.- 
9  p.m.,  Radisson  Hotel,  Satellite  Room. 
17001  Pacific  Highway  S.  Seattle,  WA 

•  Portland,  Oregon,  June  10, 1993, 3  p.m.-7 
p.m..  Holiday  Inn — Portland  Airport. 
Durango  and  Tijuana  Rooms,  8439  NE 
Columbia  Blvd.,  Portland,  OR 

•  Pasco,  Washington,  June  14, 1993,  3  p.m.- 
7  p.m..  Red  Lion  Hotel,  Bronze  Room,  2525 
N.  20th  Ave.,  Pasco,  WA 

The  meetings  will  be  publicized  by 
general  announcement  as  well  as  by 
written  invitation  to  known  interested 
parties.  Written  comments  are  invited  as 
well,  and  should  be  submitted  by  June 
30, 1993,  to  the  Pubic  Involvement 
Manager  at  the  address  below. 
Comments  received  after  this  date  will 
be  considered  to  the  extent  practicable. 
Both  written  and  oral  comments  will  be 
given  equal  weight  in  the  scoping 
process. 

ADDRESSES:  To  have  your  name  placed 
on  the  mailing  list  for  this  project,  to 
submit  comment  letters,  or  to  receive  a 
copy  of  the  Draft  EIS  when  it  becomes 
available,  write  to  the  Public 
Involvement  Manager,  Bonneville 
Power  Administration — ALP,  Post 
Office  Box  12999,  Portland,  Oregon 
97212. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  Mr. 
Charles  Alton,  Environmental 
Coordinator  for  the  Office  of  Energy 
Resources — RAE,  Bonneville  Power 
Administration.  P.O.  Box  3621, 
Portland.  Oregon  97208,  503-230-5878. 
You  may  also  contact  BPA’s  Public 
Involvement  Office  at  503-230-3478,  or 
toll-free  1-800-622-4519.  Information 
may  also  be  obtained  from: 

Mr.  George  Bell,  Lower  Colirmbia  Area 
Manager,  suite  243, 1500  NE.  Irving  Street, 
Portland.  Oregon  97232,  503-230-4558. 
Mr.  Robert  N.  Laffel,  Eugene  District 
Manager,  room  206,  21 1  East  Seventh 
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Avenue,  Eugene,  Oregon  97401,  503-465- 
6958. 

Mr.  Wayne  R.  Lee,  Upper  Coliunbia  Area 
Manager,  room  561, 920  West  Riverside 
Avenue,  Spokane,  Washington  99201,  509- 
353-2515. 

Ms.  Carol  Fleischmann,  Spokane  District 
Manager,  room  112,  920  West  Riverside 
Avenue,  Spokane,  Washington  99201,  509- 
353-3279. 

Mr.  George  E.  Eskridge,  Montana  District 
Manager,  room  307,  800  Kensington, 
Missoula,  Montana  59801, 406-329-3060. 
Mr.  Ronald  K.  Rodewald,  Wenatchee  District 
Manager,  room  307,  301  Yakima  Street, 
Wenatchee,  Washington  98801,  509-662- 
4377,  extension  379. 

Mr.  Terence  G.  Esvelt,  Puget  Sound  Area 
Manager,  suite  400,  201  Queen  Anne 
Avenue  North,  Seattle,  Washington  98109- 
1030,  206-553-4130. 

Mr.  Thomas  V.  Wagenhoffer,  Snake  River 
Area  Manager,  1520  Kelley  Place,  Walla 
Walla,  Washington  99362, 509-522-6225. 
Ms.  Jerry  Leone,  Idaho  Palls  District  Manager, 
1527  Hollipark  Drive,  Idaho  Falls,  Idaho 
83401,  208-523-2706. 

Mr.  James  Normandeau,  Boise  District 
Manager,  room  450,  304  North  Eighth 
Street,  Boise,  Idaho  83702,  208-334-9137. 

FOR  MFORMATION  ON  DOE  NEPA 
PROCEDURES  OR  THE  STATUS  OF  A  NEPA 
REVIEW  CONTACT:  Carol  M.  Bergstrom, 
Director,  Office  of  NEPA  Oversight,  EH- 
25,  U.S.  Department  of  Energy,  1000 
Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20585,  202-58&-4600 
or  1-800-472-2756. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
January  17, 1961,  the  U.S.  signed  the 
Treaty  with  the  Canadian  government 
regarding  international  cooperation  in 
the  water  resource  development  of  the 
Columbia  River  Basin  in  Canada.  The 
Treaty  was  ratified  in  1964,  and 
arrangements  were  made  to  sell  the  first 
30  years  of  Canada’s  downstream  power 
benefit  to  a  group  of  U.S.  utilities.  To 
aid  implementation  of  the  Treaty, 
provision  was  made  for  appointment  of 
U.S.  and  Canadian  Entities.  The  U.S. 
Entity  is  the  Administrator  of  BPA  and 
the  Division  Engineer,  North  Pacific 
Division,  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers. 
British  Columbia  Hydro  and  Power 
Authority  (B.C.  Hydro)  became  the 
Canadian  Entity. 

The  Treaty  provided  for  three  dams — 
Duncan,  Keenleyside,  and  Mica — to  be 
constructed  in  British  Columbia  for 
flood  control  and  to  increase  usable 
hydroelectric  power  generating 
potential  in  both  Canada  and  the  U.S. 
The  Treaty  also  allowed  the  U.S.  to 
construct  Libby  Reservoir,  which  backs 
up  water  42  miles  into  Canada,  in 
Montana.  Under  the  terms  of  the  sale, 
the  U.S.  made  a  lump  sum  payment 
which  helped  fund  the  construction  of 
the  Treaty  projects  in  B.C.  Both 
countries  received  a  large  block  of 


Eower  and  substantial  flood  control 
anefits. 

Canada  received  entitlement  to  one- 
half  of  the  increase  in  downstream 
hydropower  benefits  generated  in  the 
U.S.  resulting  firom  the  coordinated 
operation  of  the  Columbia  River  System 
through  additional  storage  of  water  in 
the  Treaty  reservoirs.  These  downstream 
power  benefits  are  known  as  the 
Canadian  Entitlement.  The  Treaty 
specified  that  the  Canadian  Entitlement 
be  delivered  to  Canada  at  a  point  on  the 
boundary  near  Oliver,  B.C.,  unless 
agreement  was  made  on  another  point  of 
delivery.  The  treaty  also  provided, 
however,  that  if  Canada  and  the  U.S. 
agreed,  Canada  could  sell  its  share  of 
the  downstream  power  benefits  in  the 
United  States.  Canada  did  not  need  the 
additional  power  at  the  time. 
Accordingly,  the  Entitlement  was  sold 
to  the  Columbia  Storage  Power 
Exchange  (CSPE),  a  nonprofit 
corporation  representing  a  group  of  41 
electric  utilities  in  the  U.S.,  for  a  period 
of  30  years  from  the  completion  dates  of 
the  three  dams.  These  30-year  periods 
expire  in  1998, 1999,  and  2003. 

Since  neither  BPA  and  BC  Hydro 
presently  have  transmission  facilities  to 
deliver  the  Entitlement  to  a  point  on  the 
boundary  near  Oliver,  B.C.,  either  new 
transmission  facilities  must  be  built,  or 
alternative  arrangements  must  be  made. 
In  order  to  allow  enough  time  to 
complete  either  the  transmission 
facilities  or  negotiations  for  an 
alternative  arrangement,  the  U.S.  and 
Canadian  Entities  signed  an  interim 
agreement  in  July  1992  to  deliver  the 
Entitlement  over  existing  transmission 
facilities  to  the  Canada-U.S.  boundary 
between  1998  and  2003. 

The  process  of  examining  alternatives 
to  delivering  the  Canadian  Entitlement 
to  Oliver,  B.C.  started  in  April  1993.  The 
Entities  are  considering  a  range  of 
options,  including  delivering  the 
Entitlement  to  Oliver,  agreeing  to 
deliver  to  points  other  than  Oliver,  A 
arranging  for  the  parties  to  pay  for  the 
construction  of  alternate  power  facilities 
in  B.C.,  or  selling  some  or  all  of  the 
Entitlement.  It  is  likely  that  these 
options  will  be  the  components  of  the 
alternatives  considered  by  the  Entities 
in  reaching  an  agreement  that  benefits 
both. 

In  order  to  provide  environmental 
information  to  the  decision  makers,  BPA 
is  preparing  an  EIS  on  the  Delivery  of 
the  Canadian  Entitlement.  The  U.S. 
Department  of  State  will  participate  as 
a  cooperating  agency.  This  program- 
level  EIS  will  evaluate  the  potential 
environmental  effects  of  the  various 
alternatives.  A  more  detailed,  site- 
specific  environmental  review  tiered  to 


this  EIS  may  be  undertaken,  as 
wirranted,  after  a  tentative  agreement 
has  been  reached. 

To  meet  the  underlying  need  of 
fulfilling  the  U.S.  obligations  under  the 
Treaty,  BPA  needs  to  deliver  the 
Canadian  Entitlement  at  a  point  on  the 
U.S  -Canada  boundary  near  Oliver,  B.C., 
or  at  such  other  place  agreed  upon  by 
the  two  Entities.  The  purposes  are  to: 

•  Fulfill  the  U.S.  Treaty  obligation 
cost-effectively; 

•  Avoid  or  minimize  adverse 
environmental  effects  of  fulfilling  the 
U.S.  T>‘eaty  obligations;  and 

•  Develop  means  for  the  U.S.  to  fulfill 
its  Treaty  obligations  that  are  also 
acceptable  to  Canada. 

Alternatives 

The  alternatives  to  the  Treaty- 
specified  delivery  of  power  at  the 
Canada-U.S.  boundary  at  a  point  near 
Oliver,  B.C.  can  only  be  implemented  if 
there  is  agreement  between  the  U.S.  and 
Canadian  entities,  or,  in  the  case  of  a 
disposition  of  the  Entitlement  in  the 
U.S.,  by  the  federal  governments  of 
Canada  and  U.S.  Since  the  possible 
components  of  the  ultimately  agreed 
upon  alternatives  are  known,  but  not  the 
final  configuration  of  the  alternatives, 
the  Draft  EIS  will  focus  on  the  potential 
environmental  impacts  of  each  of  the 
possible  components.  The 
environmental  consequences  of  the 
alternatives  that  are  ultimately  agreed 
upon  will  then  be  determined  from  the 
components  and  presented  in  the  EIS. 

At  this  time,  the  components  being 
considered  for  evaluation  in  the  EIS  fall 
into  three  categories:  (1)  Delivery  of  the 
Entitlement  at  one  or  more  of  three 
possible  points  of  delivery — a  point  on 
the  Canada-U.S.  boundary  in  the 
vicinity  of  Oliver,  B.C.,  a  point  on  the 
boundary  near  Blaine,  Washington,  or  a 
point  on  the  boundary  near  Boundary 
Substation  at  Boundary  Dam,  north  of 
Metaline  Falls,  Washington — over 
existing,  upgraded,  or  new  transmission 
lines,  (2)  delivery  through  payment  for 
a  new  resource,  including  conservation, 
in  B.C.,  and  (3)  purchasing  the 
Entitlement  from  Canada,  involving 
various  combinations  of  capacity  and 
energy  purchases.  The  EIS  will  include 
a  No  Action  Alternative,  as  required  by 
the  Council  on  Environmental  Quality 
Regulations  for  Implementing  the 
Procedural  Provisions  of  NEPA. 

Identification  of  Environmental  Issues 

There  are  a  number  of  issues 
presently  identified  relating  to  the 
components  and  alternative  above.  For 
the  delivery  alternative  components, 
there  are  several  transmission  system 
actions  that  would  need  to  be 
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completed.  For  the  Oliver  point  of 
delivery,  a  new  transmission  line  would 
be  required,  possibly  between  Grand 
Coulee  Dam,  Washington,  and  a  point 
on  the  boundary  in  the  vicinity  of 
Oliver,  B.C.  For  the  Blaine  point  of 
delivery,  the  cross-Cascade  transmission 
lines  in  Washington  may  need  to  be 
upgraded  or  new  lines  constructed  in 
order  to  provide  more  capacity  to 
transfer  power  from  the  hydropower 
plants  east  of  the  Cascades  to  the  Blaine 
area.  In  order  to  deliver  more  than  300 
megawatts  at  the  Boundary  Dam  point 
of  delivery,  upgrades  may  be  needed  to 
the  transmission  lines  between 
Boundary  Dam  and  Selkirk  Substation 
near  Nelway,  B.C. 

Potential  environmental  impacts  that 
will  be  addressed  for  the  transmission 
line  alternative  components  include:  (1) 
Impacts  to  land  uses  on  agricultural  and 
ordiard  lands,  residential  areas,  and 
Indian  reservations;  (2)  impacts  to 
endangered  species,  wildlife,  and 
special  status  plant  species;  (3)  visual 
impacts  from  the  addition  of  new  or 
upgrading  of  existing  transmission  lines 
to  the  landscape;  (4)  impacts  to  soils 
(erosion),  aquatic  habitats,  wetlands, 
and  floodplains;  (5)  impacts  on  cultural 
lesources  and  Native  American  sacred 
sites;  (6)  socioeconomic  effects  from  the 
influx  of  construction  workers  in 
sparsely  populated  areas  and  horn 
removing  the  right-of-way  from  the  local 
tax  base  through  Federal  ownership;  (7) 
potential  health  eflects  associated  with 
electric  and  magnetic  fields;  (8) 
requirements  for  new  rights-of-way  and 
potential  acquisition  of  land  for 
associated  facilities;  and  (9)  consistency 
with  Tribal,  State,  and  local 
environmental  land  use  regulations  and 
plans. 

The  purchase  alternative  components 
could  have  varying  impacts,  depending 
upon  the  combination  of  energy  and 
capacity  purchases  arranged.  Potential 
impacts  include  generating  system 
operation  impacts  and  dr  and  water 
quality  impacts.  Potential  impacts  horn 
adding  new  resources  or  increasing 
conservation  include  system  operation 
impacts,  air  quality  impacts,  water 
quality  impacts,  and  land  use  impacts. 
The  No  Action  alternative  would  not 
fulflll  the  Treaty  obligation  and  would 
lead  to  unacceptable  legal,  political,  and 
social  consequences.  However,  there  is 
a  legal  requirement  (pursuant  to  NEPA) 
to  consider  the  No  Action  alternative  in 
the  EIS.  All  of  these  issues  and  potential 
impacts,  together  with  any  additional 
issues  identified  through  the  scoping 
process,  will  be  examined  in  the  EIS. 


Issued  in  Portland,  Oregon,  on  May  19, 

1993. 

Randall  W.  Hardy, 

Administrator.  Bonneville  Power 
Administration. 

(FR  Dog.  93-12286  Filed  5-20-93;  8:45  ami 
mumo  CODE  a«so-oi-«i 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission 

[Docket  Not.  RMST-S-OII;  CP87-23»-002] 

Inquiry  Into  Alleged  Anticompetitive 
Practices  Related  to  Marketing 
Affiliates  of  Interstate  Pipelines 

May  20, 1933. 

AGENCY:  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Request  for  expedited 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(0MB)  review  of  data  request. 

SUMMARY:  Pursuant  to  §  1320.15  and 
§  1320.18  of  OMB’s  regulations,  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
(Commission)  is  submitting  to  OMB  a 
request  for  expedited  review  of  an 
information  collection  requirement 
concerning  the  transactions  between 
interstate  pi{>elines  and  their  afflliated 
pipelines  (FERC  Form  592,  OMB 
Control  No.  1902-0157).  The 
Commission  requires  this  information  in 
order  to  administer  regulatory  programs 
that  implement  mandates  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  of  1938  (NGA)  and  the  Natural 
Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978  (NGPA).  The 
information  is  used  by  the  Commission 
to  monitor  the  transportation 
transactions  of  interstate  pipelines  and 
their  marketing  affiliates  or  brokering 
companies  to  deter  undue 
discrimination  by  pipeline  companies 
in  favor  of  their  marketing  affiliates. 
DATES:  Comments  are  due  to  OMB  by 
May  25, 1993.  The  Commission  is 
requesting  OMB  clearance  of  the  data 
collection  by  no  later  than  5  p.m..  May 
28, 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  Comments  to: 

Michael  Miller,  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Information 
Policy  and  Standards  Branch.  941 
North  Capitol  St.,  N.E.,  Washington, 
DC  20426. 

Office  of  Information  and  Regulatory 
Affairs,  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget,  Attention:  Desk  Officer  for  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  DC  20503 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Michael  Miller.  (202)  20A-1415.  at  the 
above  address. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Pursuant 
to  §§  1320.15  and  1320.18  of  OMB’s 
regulations,  the  Commission  is  seeking 


expedited  OMB  approval  of  an 
information  collection  requirement 
concerning  transactions  involving 
interstate  pipelines  and  their  affiliate 
pipelines  (FERC  Form  592).  These 
reporting  requirements  were  extended 
by  the  Commission  in  Order  497-D  from 
December  31, 1992  to  December  31, 

1993.  Order  497-D  issued  on  December 
4. 1992  responds  to  the  U.S.  Court  of 
Appeals  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
remand  of  the  Commission’s  orders 
which  upheld  in  substantial  part  Order 
Nos.  497  and  497-A,  the  Commission’s 
final  rule  governing  the  relationship 
between  interstate  natural  gas  pipelines 
and  their  marketing  or  brokering 
affiliates.  The  court  also  remanded  for 
further  consideration  the  Commission’s 
extension  of  the  rule’s  contemporaneous 
disclosure  requirement  to  gas  sales  and 
marketing  information  and  whether  a 
joint-venture,  project  financed,  pipeline 
company  should  be  considered 
"affiliated”  with  marketing  affiliates  of 
parent  pipeline  companies  and  therefore 
subject  to  the  rule,  llie  Commission’s 
order  narrows  the  scope  of  the 
contemporaneous  disclosure 
requirement  with  respect  to  sales  and 
marketing  information.  The  order  also 
recognizes  the  fundamental 
restructuring  of  the  interstate  natural  gas 
industry  mandated  by  the  Commission’s 
Order  636  and  provides  for  the  gradual 
phase  out  of  FERC  Form  592  as 
individual  pipelines  come  into  full 
compliance  with  Order  636. 

In  response  to  Order  497-0,  OMB 
gave  conditional  approval  of  FERG-592 
until  May  31,1993.  Likewise,  industry 
commenters  have  sought  rehearing  of 
the  Commission’s  order  to  seek  a 
determination  of  the  need  for  the 
reporting  requirements  associated  with 
FERC-592.  In  order  that  the 
Commission  may  address  the  issues 
raisbd  by  the  commenters,  the 
Ccm.mission  is  requesting  an  extension 
of  the  current  OMB  expiration  date  to  be 
consistent  with  the  extension  date  of 
Order  497-D. 

The  respondents  are  61  interstate 
natural  gas  pipeline  companies.  'The 
current  annual  reporting  burden  is 
estimated  to  be  7,882  hours  for  FERC 
Form  No.  592.  This  burden  is  based  on 
an  estimated  average  of  9.94  hours  per 
filing  for  the  respondents  to  complete 
793  filings  of  FERC  Form  592.  This 
estimate  includes  the  time  for  reviewing 
instructions,  searching  existing  data 
sources,  gathering  and  obtaining  data 
needed,  and  completing  and  reviewing 
the  collection  of  information. 

Send  comments  regarding  this  burden 
estimate  or  any  other  aspect  of  this 
information  collection  to  Mr.  Michael 
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Miller,  Information  Policy  and 
Standards  Branch,  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  941  N.  ^pitol 
Street,  NE.  Washington,  DC  20426  and 
to  the  Office  of  Information  and 
Regulatory  Affairs,  Office  of 
Mmagement  and  Budget,  Attention: 
Desk  Officer  for  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 

DC  20503.  The  telephone  number  for 
the  OMB  Desk  Officer  is  (202)  395- 
3084,  the  facsimile  number  is  (202)  395— 
5167.  Comments  to  OMB  should  be 
submitted  on  or  before  May  25, 1993  in 
order  to  provide  adequate  time  for  OMB 
to  review  the  comments  on  the  data 
request. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  93-12423  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am] 
BIUINQ  CODE  triT-OI-M 


[Docket  No.  QF89-7-002] 

Brush  Cogeneration  Partners; 
Application  for  Commiasion 
Recertification  of  Qualifying  Status  of 
a  Cogeneration  Facility 

May  18, 1993. 

On  May  14, 1993,  Brush  Cogeneration 
Partners  of  303  East  Seventeenth 
Avenue,  suite  1070,  Denver,  Colorado 
80203,  submitted  for  filing  an 
application  for  recertification  of  a 
facility  as  a  qualifying  cogeneration 
facility  pursuant  to  §  292.207(b)  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations.  No 
determination  has  been  made  that  the 
submittal  constitutes  a  complete  filing. 

According  to  the  applicant,  the 
natural  gas  fueled  cogeneration  facility 
is  located  in  Brush,  Qilorado.  The 
Commission  previously  certified  the 
facility  as  a  118  MW  cogeneration 
facility  which  was  to  be  constructed  in 
two  phases.  Thermal  energy  recovered 
from  the  facility  was  to  be  used  for 
space  heating  and  cooling  of  a 
greenhouse.  The  instant  request  for 
recertification  is  primarily  due  to  the 
reduction  in  facility’s  operating  hours 
and  the  size  of  the  greenhouse  from  18 
to  15  acres.  All  other  technical  and 
ownership  aspects  of  the  facility  remain 
unchang^. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
objecting  to  the  granting  of  qualifying 
status  should  file  a  motion  to  intervene 
or  protest  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Re^latory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  E)C 
20426,  in  accordance  with  rules  211  and 
214  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure.  All  such 
motions  or  protests  must  be  filed  within 
30  days  after  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register  and 


must  be  served  on  the  applicant. 
Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  ffie 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  93-12159  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am) 
BIUINQ  CODE  srir-oi-M 


(DockM  Nob.  ER92-91-001,  et  al.] 

Montaup  Electric  Co.,  et  al.;  Electric 
Rate,  Small  Power  Production,  and 
Interlocking  Directorate  Filings 

May  17, 1993. 

Take  notice  that  the  following  filings 
have  been  made  with  the  Commission: 

1.  Montaup  Electric  Company 
(Docket  No.  ER92-91-001] 

Take  notice  that  on  May  10, 1993, 
Montaup  Electric  Company  tendered  for 
filing  executed  amendments  to  system 
exchange  agreements.  The  amendments 
define  “uneconomic  units’’  which  can 
be  taken  as  Exchange  Units.  These 
amendments  are  in  response  to  a  request 
from  the  rate  filing  Staff  made  following 
Montaup’s  January  19, 1993  compliance 
filing. 

Comment  date:  June  1, 1993,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

2.  Gulf  Power  Company 
(Docket  No.  ER93-41 9-0001 

Take  notice  that  on’  April  26, 1993, 
Gulf  Power  Company  (Gulf  Power) 
tendered  for  filing  an  amendment  to  its 
original  filing  filed  in  this  docket  on 
March  1, 1993. 

Comment  date:  June  1, 1993,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E  . 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

3.  Public  Service  Company  of 
Oklahoma 

(Docket  Nos.  ER93-435-000  and  EC93-11- 
000] 

Take  notice  that  on  May  6, 1993, 
Public  Service  Company  of  Oklahoma 
(PSO),  by  its  counsel,  tendered  for  filing 
certain  supplemental  information  as 
requested  by  the  Commission  Staff. 

Copies  of  the  filing  have  been  served 
on  the  Oklahoma  Corporation 
Commission  and  the  City  of  Collinsville, 
Oklahoma. 

Comment  date:  June  1, 1993,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 


4.  Consolidated  Edison  Company  of 
New  York,  Inc. 

(Docket  No.  ER93-640-0001 

Take  notice  that  on  May  10, 1993, 
Consolidated  Edison  Company  of  New 
York,  Inc.  (Con  Edison),  a  member  of  the 
New  York  Power  Pool  (NYPP),  filed  a 
supplemental  agreement  to  the  NYPP- 
PJM  Interconnection  Agreement  (dated 
April  9, 1974),  on  file  with  the 
Commission  as  NYPP  Rate  Schedule 
FERC  No.  3  and  as  PJM  Rate  Schedule 
FERC  No.  5.  This  supplemental 
agreement,  the  PARS  Agreement, 
governs  the  installation,  operation  and 
maintenance  by  Con  Edison  of  two 
phase  angle  regulators  (PARs)  and 
associated  facilities  at  the  Ramapo 
Substation  and  the  equal  sharing  by  the 
two  pools  of  the  financial  obligations 
associated  with  the  PARs  incurred  by 
Con  Edison. 

Con  Edison  requests  that  the  proposed 
amendment  be  made  effective  as  of 
August  1, 1988,  and  states  that  all  NYPP 
and  PJM  members  have  agreed  to  the 
proposed  effective  date.  Con  Edison 
notes  that  the  PARS  Agreement  is  being 
filed  within  the  amnesty  period  created 
for  CIAC  agreements  in  the  Florida 
Power  Corp.  case.  Con  Edison  further 
states  that  copies  of  the  filing  were 
served  on  NYPP,  PJM  and  the  state 
public  utility  commissions  in  New 
York,  New  Jersey,  Maryland, 
Pennsylvania,  E)elaware,  Virginia  and 
the  District  of  Columbia.  A  certificate  of 
concurrence  for  PJM  was  submitted  to 
the  Commission. 

Comment  date:  June  1, 1993,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

5.  Idaho  Power  Company 

(Docket  No.  ER93-639-0001 

Take  notice  that  on  May  10, 1993, 
Idaho  Power  Company  (IPC)  tendered 
for  filing,  an  Amendatory  Agreement  to 
the  Agreement  for  the  Purchase  and  Sale 
of  Power  and  Energy  with  the  Montana 
Power  Company. 

Comment  date:  June  1, 1993,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

6.  Iowa  Electric  Light  and  Power 
Company 

(Docket  No.  ER93-638-0001 

Take  notice  that  Iowa  Electric  Light 
and  Power  Company  (Iowa  Electric),  on 
May  10, 1993,  tendered  for  filing 
proposed  changes  in  its  FERC  Electric 
Service  Tariff,  Original  Volume  1.  The 
proposed  changes  would  decrease 
revenues  from  jurisdictional  sales  and 
service  by  $1,263,473,  based  on  the  12- 
month  period  ending  September  30, 
1992.  Filing  requirements  are  submitted 
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under  Section  35.13(a)(2)(ii)  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  and  Regulations. 

The  proposed  rates  are  designed  to 
decrease  revenues  in  two  phases.  In 
Phase  I  existing  rates  would  be 
decreased  by  $421,747  per  annum  on 
May  1, 1993,  and  in  Phase  II  rates  would 
be  decreased  by  an  additional  $841,726 
per  annum  on  January  1, 1995. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
Iowa  Electric’s  jurisdictional  customers 
and  the  Iowa  State  Utilities  Board. 

Comment  date:  June  1, 1993,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

7.  Columbus  Southern  Power  Company 

[Docket  No.  ER93-637-000] 

Take  notice  that  American  Electric 
Power  Service  Corporation,  on  behalf  of 
Columbus  Southern  Power  Company 
(CSP),  on  May  7, 1993,  tendered  for 
filing  an  Extension  of  Supplemental 
Schedule  II,  dated  April  1, 1993,  to  the 
Interconnection  Agreement,  dated 
January  1, 1988  (1988  Agreement), 
between  CSP  and  the  City  of  Columbus, 
Ohio  (City).  The  1988  Agreement  has 
previously  been  designated  as  CSP’s 
Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  37. 

The  Extension  to  Supplemental 
Schedule  II  extends  the  provisions  of 
Supplemental  Schedule  II  for  an 
additional  three-year  period  ending  June 
1, 1996. 

A  copy  of  the  filing  was  served  upon 
the  Public  Utility  Commission  of  Ohio. 

Comment  date:  June  1, 1993,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

8.  Union  Electric  Company 
[Docket  No.  ER93-636-0001 

Take  notice  that  Union  Electric 
Company,  on  May  7, 1993,  tendered  for 
filing  a  Substitute  Power  Agreement, 
dated  April  12, 1993,  with  the  City  of 
Frederidctown,  Missouri,  providing  for 
the  sale  of  substitute  electric  service. 

Comment  date:  June  1, 1993,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

9.  Idaho  Power  Company 
[Docket  No.  ER93-455-0001 

Take  notice  that  on  May  7, 1993, 
Idaho  Power  Company  has  withdrawn 
its  filing  in  the  above  referenced  docket 
with  regard  to  an  exchange  agreement 
between  Idaho  Power  and  Montana 
Power  Company. 

Comment  date:  June  1, 1993,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 


10.  The  Washington  Water  Power 
Company 

[Docket  No.  ER93-464-0001 

Take  notice  that  on  May  7, 1993,  The 
Washington  Water  Power  Company 
(WWP),  tendered  for  filing  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
pursuant  to  18  CFR  35.11  an 
Amendment  No.  1  to  its  filing  of  a  letter 
agreement  (Letter  Agreement)  between 
WWP  and  the  Bonneville  Power 
Administration  (Bonneville).  WWP 
states  that  this  Amendment  No.  1 
demonstrates  that  WWP  will  not  collect 
more  than  WWP’s  embedded  cost  of 
transmission  finm  Bonneville  under  all 
contracts  where  WWP  provides  firm 
transmission  services  to  Bonneville. 

Comment  date:  June  1, 1993,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

11.  Yuma  Cogeneration  Associates 
[Docket  No.  QP90-143-0011 

On  May  7, 1993,  Yuma  Cogeneration 
Associates  (Applicant),  c/o  California 
Energy  Company,  Inc.,  10831  Old  Mill 
Road,  Omaha,  Nebraska  68154, 
submitted  for  filing  an  application  for 
recertification  of  a  facility  as  a 
qualifying  cogeneration  facility 
pursuant  to  §  292.207(b)  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations.  No 
determination  has  been  made  that  the 
submittal  constitutes  a  complete  filing. 

According  to  the  applicant,  the 
topping-cycle  cogeneration  facility  is 
located  in  Yuma,  Arizona.  The 
Commission  previously  certified  the 
facility  as  a  qualifying  cogeneration 
facility,  Bonneville-Yuma  Corporation, 
58  FERC  62,  059  (1992).  The  instant 
request  for  recertification  is  due  to  the 
fact  that  the  ownership  of  the  facility 
has  changed  and  an  alternative  thermal 
host,  a  yam  manufacturing  plant,  now 
exists  for  the  facility.  The  yam 
manufacturer  will  use  steam  for  space 
cooling,  via  absorption  cycle  air 
conditioning,  and  for  yam  processing 
uses. 

Comment  date:  Thirty  days  from 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

12.  HMDC  Landfill  Gas  Energy 
Recovery  Facility 

[Docket  No.  QF93-89-000] 

On  May  12, 1993,  HMDC  Landfill  Gas 
Energy  Recovery  Facility  (Applicant), 
c/o  Air  Products  and  Chemicals,  Inc., 
7201  Hamilton  Boulevard,  Allentown, 
Pennsylvania  18195,  submitted  for  filing 
an  application  for  certification  of  a 
facility  as  a  small  power  production 
facility  pursuant  to  §  292.207(b)  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations.  No 


determination  has  been  made  that  the 
submittal  constitutes  a  complete  filing. 
According  to  the  applicant,  the  smml 

{lower  production  facility  will  be 
ocated  in  Kearney,  New  Jersey,  and  will 
consist  of  landfill  gas  recovery 
equipment  and  combustion  turbine 
generators.  The  maximum  net  power 

E reduction  capacity  of  the  facility  will 
a  7.2  MW.  'The  primary  energy  source 
will  be  biomass  in  the  form  of  landfill 
gas. 

Comment  date:  Thirty  days  from 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

13.  Iowa  Electric  Light  and  Power 
Company 

[Docket  No.  ER93-444-0001 
Take  notice  that  Iowa  Electric  Light 
and  Power  Company  (Iowa  Electric),  on 
April  26, 1993,  tendered  for  filing  an 
Amendment  to  its  March  11, 1993  filing 
in  the  above  docket.  The  Amendment 
revises  terms  in  the  rates  charged  in  the 
Service  Schedule  the  Interchange  and 
Interconnection  Agreement  between 
Iowa  Electric  and  Associated  Electric 
Cooperative,  Inc.  (Associated). 

Copies  of  this  filing  have  been  sent  to 
Associated  and  the  Iowa  State  Utilities 
Board. 

Comment  date:  June  1, 1993,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

14.  South  Glens  Falls  Limited 
Partnership 

[Docket  No.  QF93-65-0001 
On  May  14, 1993,  South  Glens  Falls 
Limited  Partnership  tendered  for  filing 
a  supplement  to  its  filing  in  this  docket. 

The- supplement  primarily  pertains  to 
the  ownership  structure  of  its 
hydroelectric  small  power  production 
facility.  No  determination  has  been 
made  that  the  submittal  constitutes  a 
complete  filing. 

Comment  date:  June  4, 1993,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  the  this  notice. 

Standard  Paragraphs 
E.  Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a 
motion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
825  North  Capital  Street,  NE., 
Washington,  DC  20426,  in  accordance 
with  Rules  211  and  214  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  385.211  and 
385.214).  All  such  motions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  the 
comment  date.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
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protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  persoo  wishing  to  beoune  a  party 
must  file  a  motion  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  end  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Lois  D.  Cadwl, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  93-12155  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  ami 
BILUNQ  CODE  f717-01-« 


[Docket  Noe.  EIJ3-M-000,  QF64-434-00Z 
and  QFgS-504-0031 

Daggett  Leasing  Corp.,  LUZ  Solar 
Partners  Ltd.,  and  LUZ  Solar  Partners, 
U,  Ud.;  FWng 

9 

May  18. 1993. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  13, 1993, 
Daggett  Leasing  Corporation,  Lessee  and 
Operator  of  the  Solar  Electric  Generating 
System  I  and  11  Projects  (“SEGs  I  and 
!”)•  filed  a  request  for  a  limited  waiver 
of  the  25  percent  fossil  fuel  use 
limitation  established  for  qualifying 
small  power  production  fecilities 
(“QFs’O,  by  S  292.204(b)(2), 
implementing  title  II  of  the  Public 
Utility  Regulatory  Policies  Act  of  1978 
(“PURPA”).  The  SEGS  D  as  of  June  1, 
1993.  The  Petitioner  also  requests 
expedited  consideration  of  the  request 
for  waiver  and  a  public  comment  period 
not  to  exceed  15  days. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  motkm 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
DC  20426,  in  accordance  with  Rules  211 
and  214  of  the  Commission's  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  385.211 
and  18  CFR  385.214).  All  such  motions 
or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
June  1, 1993.  Protests  will  be  considered 
by  the  Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  motion  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on 
file  with  the  Oimmissicm  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Lois  D.  CasheM. 

Secretory. 

(FR  Doc  93-12156  Filed  S-21-93;  8:45  am] 
BIUJNO  CODE  S7f7-ai-« 


[Docimt  No.  TA92-1-1S-002q 

Mid  Loulriafw  Gat  Co.;  Proposed 
Changes  in  FERC  Gas  Tariff 

May  18, 1993. 

Take  notice  that  Mid  Louisiana  Gas 
Company  (Mid  Louisiana)  on  April  30, 
1993,  filed  woridng  papers  in  response 


to  an  August  25, 1992,  order  in  Docdcet 
No.  TA92-1-1 5-000.*  The  combined 
adjustments  result  in  a  $412,815 
reduction  in  the  amount  due  customers, 
as  of  April  30, 1992. 

The  August  25  order  directed  Mid 
Louisiana  to  file  working  papers 
supporting  <$1,164,475>  in  prior  period 
adjustments  and  to  recompute  carrying 
charges  for  Schedule  C2,  Balance 
Exclave  of  the  Balance  of  Refunds  and 
Revenue  Credits. 

Mid  Louisiana  states  that  it  conducted 
an  exhaustive  search  of  the  records  it 
received  fiom  Mid  Louisiana's  previous 
owners  and  has  reconstructed  the 
schedules  included  in  the  annual  PGA 
filing.  Mid  Louisiana  states  that  the 
unrecovered  purchased  gas  cost 
contained  in  the  Annual  PGA  filing 
should  have  been  <$1,600,997>  instead 
of  <$2,013, 812>,  included  in  the 
original  filing. 

Further,  Mid  Louisiana  does  not 
intend  to  provide  bundled  merchant 
services  after  July  1. 1993.  Therefore, 
Mid  Louisiana  contemplates  no  reason 
to  retain  its  PGA  in  the  future.  Mid 
Louisiana  proposes  to  file  a  final  PGA 
filing  no  later  than  ninety  days  after  the 
efiective  date  of  its  Order  No.  636 
compliance  filing  to  terminate  its 
currently  effective  PGA  provisions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  protest  said 
filing  should  file  a  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission^ 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE., 
Washington.  DC  20426,  in  accordance 
with  Rule  211  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure  18  CFR 
385.211.  All  such  protests  should  be 
filed  on  or  before  May  25, 1993.  Protests 
will  be  considered  by  the  Commission 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  andtore  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  93-12157  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am] 
BtUJNQ  CODE 


(Docket  No.  RP93-106-001] 

Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp.; 
Proposed  Changes  in  FERC  Gas  Tariff 

May  18, 1993. 

’Take  notice  that  on  May  14, 1993, 
Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corporation 
(Texas  Gas)  tendered  for  filing  certain 
tariff  sheets  listed  on  Appendices  A  and 
B  to  the  filing,  to  reflect  Ganges  to  its 
FERC  Gas  Tariff,  Original  Volume  No.  1, 


'  60  FERC  iai.196  (1992). 


Original  Volume  No.  2,  and  First 
Revised  Volume  No.  2-A. 

Texas  Gas  states  that  the  filing  is 
being  made  to  change  an  inadvertent 
oversight  by  Texas  Gas  relating  to  the 
proposed  effective  date  for  the  tariff 
sheets  filed  on  April  29, 1993,  by  Texas 
Gas  in  Docket  No.  RP93-106-000.  Texas 
Gas  states  that  this  filing  is  changing  the 
proposed  effective  date  from  November 
1, 1993,  to  June  1, 1993,  for  the 
substitute  tariff  sheets  contained  in 
A^endices  A  and  B  to  the  filing. 

Texas  Gas  states  that  copies  of  the 
filing  are  being  mailed  to  all 
jurisdictional  customers  of  Texas  Gas, 
and  all  parties  on  the  service  list. 

Any  person  desiring  to  protest  said 
filing  should  file  a  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitc^  Street,  NE., 
Washington,  DC  20426,  in  accordance 
with  Rule  211  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure  18  CFR 
385.211.  All  such  protests  should  be 
filed  on  or  before  May  25. 1993.  Protests 
will  be  considered  by  the  Commission 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc  93-12158  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am] 
BtLUNQ  CODE  a717-01-M 


[DockM  No.  TM93-1 5-29-000] 

Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp.; 
Proposed  Changes  in  FERC  Gas  Tariff 

May  18, 1993. 

"Take  notice  that  Transcontinental  Gas 
Pipe  Line  Corporatitm  (TGPL)  tendered 
for  filing  on  May  13, 1993  certain 
revised  tariff  sheets  to  its  FERC  Gas 
Tariff,  Third  Revised  Volume  No.  1.  The 
tariff  sheets,  included  in  Appendix  A 
attached  to  the  filing,  are  proposed  to  be 
effective  April  1, 1993  and  May  1, 1993. 

TGPL  states  that  the  purpose  of  the 
instant  filing  is  to  track  rate  changes 
attributable  to  the  transportation  service 
purchased  from  Texas  Gas  Transmission 
Corporation  (Texas  Gas)  under  its  Rate 
Schedule  FT  the  costs  of  which  are 
included  in  the  rates  and  charges 
payable  under  TGPL’s  Rate  Schedule 
FT-NT.  The  tracking  filing  is  being 
made  pursuant  to  S^ion  4  of 'TGPL’s 
Rate  SkAedule  FT-NT. 

Included  in  Appendix  B  attached  to 
the  filing  is  an  explanation  of  the  rate 
changes  and  details  regarding  the 
cor^utation  of  the  revised  FT-NT  rates. 

'TGPL  states  that  copies  of  the  filing 
are  being  mailed  to  each  of  its  FT-UT 
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customers  and  interested  State 
Commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  motion 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington. 
DC  20426,  in  accordance  with  18  CFR 
385.214  and  385.211  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  and  Regulations. 

All  such  motions  or  protests  should  be 
filed  on  or  before  May  25, 1993.  Protests 
will  be  considered  by  the  Commission 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  motion  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection  in  the  Public  Reference 
Room. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Secrefoiy. 

IFR  Doc.  93-12160  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  ami 
BHJJNQ  cooe  erir-oi-M 


Office  of  Fossil  Energy 

[FE  Docket  Na  9^1-NQ] 

Midcon  Gas  Services  Corp.;  Order 
Granting  Blanket  Authorization  To 
Import  Natural  Gas  From  Canada 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Fossil  Energy,  DOE. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  an  order. 

SUMMARY:  The  Office  of  Fossil  Energy  of 
the  Department  of  Energy  gives  notice 
that  it  has  issued  an  order  granting 
Midcon  Gas  Services  Corporation 
authorization  to  import  up  to  800  billion 
cubic  feet  of  natural  gas  fi'om  Canada 
over  a  two-year  term  beginning  on  the 
date  of  first  import. 

This  order  is  available  for  inspection 
and  copying  in  the  Office  of  Fuels 
Programs  Docket  Room.  3F-056, 
Forrestal  Building,  1000  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20585, 
(202)  586-9478.  The  docket  room  is 
open  between  the  hours  of  8  a.m.  and 
4:30  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday, 
except  Federal  holidays. 

Issued  in  Washington,  DC,  May  17, 1993. 
Clifford  P.  Tomaszewski, 

Director,  Office  of  Natural  Gas.  Office  of  Fuels 
Programs,  Office  of  Fossil  Energy. 

(FR  Doc.  93-12208  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  ami 
NUJNO  CODE  MSO-OI-M 


Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 

Notice  of  Cases  RIed;  Week  of  April  23 
Through  April  30, 1993 

During  the  Week  of  April  23  through 
April  30. 1993,  the  appeals  and 
applications  for  other  relief  listed  in  the 
appendix  to  this  notice  were  filed  with 
the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  of 
the  Department  of  Energy. 

Under  DOE  procedural  regulations.  10 
CFR  part  205,  any  person  who  will  be 
aggrieved  by  the  DOE  action  sought  in 
these  cases  may  file  written  comments 
on  the  application  within  ten  days  of 
service  of  notice,  as  prescribed  in  the 
procedural  regulations.  For  purposes  of 
the  regulations,  the  date  of  service  of 
notice  is  deemed  to  be  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  notice  or  the  date  of 
receipt  by  an  aggrieved  person  of  actual 
notice,  whichever  occurs  first.  All  such 
comments  shall  be  filed  with  the  Office 
of  Hearings  and  Appeals.  Elepartment  of 
Energy,  Washington,  DC  20585. 

Dated:  May  14, 1993. 

George  B.  Breznay, 

Director,  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 


List  of  Cases  Received  by  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeai^ 


Date 

Name  and  location  of  applicant 

Case  No. 

Type  of  submission 

Apr.  26,  1993  .. 

Grow  Group,  Inc.,  Washington,  DC . 

RR272-104 

Request  for  modification/rescission  in  the  crude  oM  refurxl 
proceeding.  If  granted:  The  March  23,  1993  Decision 
and  Order  (Case  No.  RF272-68932)  issued  to  Grow 
Group,  Inc.  would  be  modified  regarding  the  firm’s  ap¬ 
plication  for  refurxj  submitted  in  the  Crude  Oil  Refurid 
Proceeding. 

Apr.  26. 1993  .. 

Hanford  Education  Action  League,  Spo¬ 
kane,  WA. 

LFA-0290 

Appeal  of  an  information  request  denial.  If  granted:  The 
March  27, 1993  Freedom  oi  Information  Request  Dertial 
issued  by  the  Office  of  Communications  would  be  re¬ 
scinded,  and  Hanford  Education  Action  League  would 
receive  access  to  the  ‘Waste  Volume  Projection”,  page 
3  of  Attachment  III  of  Talbot’s  March  25, 1993  letter”. 

Apr.  26, 1993  .. 

Milton  L.  Loeb,  Albuquerque,  NM . 

LFA-0289 

Appeal  of  an  information  request  denial.  If  granted:  The 
March  19, 1993  Freedom  of  Information  Request  Denial 
issued  by  the  Albuquerque  Office  of  Intergovernmental 
arxj  External  Affairs  would  be  rescinded,  arxl  Milton  L. 
Loeb  would  receive  access  to  the  “Project  Authorization 
and  Tracking  System”  (PATS)  software  arxl  two  PATS 
Manuals. 

Apr.  26,  1993  .. 

Shapiro,  Fussell,  Wedge  &  Smotherman, 
Atlanta,  GA. 

LFA-0288 

Appeal  of  an  information  request  denial.  If  granted:  The 
April  7,  1993  Freedom  of  Information  Request  Denial 
issued  by  the  Information  &  Administrative  Services  Di¬ 
vision  would  be  resdrxled,  and  Shapiro,  Fussell, 
Wedge  &  Srrxjtherman  would  receive  access  to  docu- 
ments  not  being  provided  corx:eming  Contract  No. 
SOIC-033608,  Manifold  Vah/e  and  Piping  Spools. 

Apr.  26.  1993  .. 

Texaco/Mike  M.  Marcello,  Inc.,  Washington, 
DC. 

RR321-129 

Request  for  modification/rescission  in  the  Texaco  refufxl 
proceeding.  If  granted:  The  December  2,  1992  Decision 
arxl  Order  (Case  No.  RF321-3843)  issued  to  Mike  M. 
Marcello,  Inc.  would  be  modified  regarding  the  firm’s 
applicati^  for  refund  submitted  In  the  Texaco  Refund 
Proceeding. 
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List  of  Cases  Received  by  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals— Continued 


Date 

Name  arxl  location  of  applicant 

Case  No. 

Type  of  submissiori 

Apr.  27,  1993  .. 

William  Albert  Hewgiey,  Kir^gston,  TN _ 

LFA-0291 

Appeal  of  an  information  request  denial.  If  granted:  The 
April  15,  1993  Freedom  of  Information  Request  Denial 
issued  by  the  Office  of  the  Inspector  GenerN  would  be 
rescinded,  and  William  Albert  Hewgiey  would  receive 
access  to  his  personnel  records. 

Apr.  29,  1993  .. 

Energy  Refund,  Inc.,  Hanfm,  KY 

LFX-0010 

Suppleinental.  If  granted:  Energy  Refunds,  Irtc.  will  be 
disqualified  from  representing  ^ents  before  the  Office 
of  Hearing  and  Appeals. 

Apr.  30. 1903  „ 

1 

CaMfomia,  San  Frartcieco,  CA . . 

LEG-0005 

Special  grievance.  If  granted:  The  Office  of  Hearings  arxi 
Appeals  would  review  the  proposed  expenditures  for 
Stripper-Well  funds  w4iich  were  disapproved  by  the  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  for  Conserveriion  and  Renewable  En- 

wgy 

Refund  Applications  Received 

[Week  of  Apfll  23  to  ApiH  30, 1993] 


Date  received 

Name  of  refurxJ  proceeding/Name  of  refund  applicant 

Case  number 

04/26/93  _  _.  _  _ 

Perry’s  North  Main  Gutf . .  . . 

RF40-3711 

RF272-94675  thru  RF272-94683 
RF304-13860  thru  RF304-13892 
RF321-19710  thnj  RF321-19716 

04/23/93  thru  04/30/93  . . . 

Crude  Oil  Refund,  Applications  Received  . . . . 

04/23/93  Ihm  04/30/93  . 

Atlantic  Richfield,  Applications  Received  . . . . 

04/23«3  thru  04/30/93  . . 

Texaco  OH  Refuixf,  AppHcations  Received . . . . . 

|FR  Doc.  93-12209  Filed  S-21-93;  S:4S  am] 
eauNQ  CODE  a46e-oi-i» 


Notice  of  Cases  Filed;  Week  of  April  16 
Through  April  23, 1993 

During  the  Week  of  April  16  through 
April  23. 1993,  the  appeals  and 
applications  for  other  relief  listed  in  the 
appmidix  to  this  notice  were  filed  urith 


the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  of 
the  Department  of  Energy. 

Under  EKDE  procedural  regulations,  10 
CF'R  part  205,  any  person  who  will  be 
aggrieved  by  the  DOE  action  sought  in 
these  cases  may  file  written  comments 
on  the  application  within  ten  days  of 
service  of  notice,  as  prescribed  in  the 
procedural  regulations.  For  purposes  of 
the  regulations,  the  date  of  service  of 
notice  is  deemed  to  be  the  date  of 


publication  of  this  Notice  or  the  date  of 
receipt  by  an  aggrieved  person  of  actual 
notice,  whichever  occurs  first.  All  such 
comments  shall  be  filed  with  the  Office 
of  Hearings  and  Appeals,  Department  of 
Energy,  Washington,  DC  20585. 

Dated:  May  14, 1993. 

Geoige  B.  Breznay, 

Director,  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 


UST  OF  Cases  Received  by  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 

(Week  of  April  16  through  April  23, 1993] 


Date 

Name  and  location  of  applicant 

Case  No. 

Type  of  submis^on 

Apr.  16,  1993  .. 

Phillips,  Mzer,  Berrjamin,  Krim  &  Ballon, 
Now  York,  NY. 

I 

LFA-0286 

Appeal  of  an  Information  request  denial.  If  granted:  The 
March  19,1  993  Freedom  of  information  Request  Denial 
issued  by  the  Ecorxxnic  Regulatory  Administration 
(ERA)  would  be  rescinded,  and  the  ERA  would  be  re¬ 
quired  to  make  an  additior^  search  for  Bie  Forms 
ERA-69  that  West  Texas  Marketing  Corporation  filed 
with  the  DOE  in  September,  November  {md  December 
1980. 

Apr.  16. 1993  .. 

Lozier  Oil  Company,  Iik.,  Farminglon,  IL  ... 

LEE-0049 

Exception  to  the  reporting  requirements.  If  granted:  Lozier 
Oil  Company,  Inc.  would  rtot  be  required  to  file  EIA- 
782B,  Resellers’/Retailers'  MontNy  Petroleum  Product 
Sales  Report 

Aix.  19, 1993  .. 

Texaco/Bayfes  Texaco,  Memphis,  TN . 

RR321-128 

Request  for  modification/rescission  in  the  Texaco  refund 
proceedir>g.  If  granted:  The  March  30,  1993  Decision 
and  Order  (Case  No.  RF321-14877)  issued  to  Bayles 
Texaco  would  be  modified  regarding  the  firm's  applica¬ 
tion  for  refurid  submitted  in  the  Texaco  Refund  pro¬ 
ceeding. 
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UST  OF  Cases  Received  by  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals— Continued 

[Week  of  AprN  16  ttrough  April  23,  199^ 


Dale 

Name  and  location  of  applicant 

i  CasaNa 

Type  of  submission 

Apr.  21,1993  .. 

Arco/Lee/s  Arco,  Memphis,  TN . . 

RR304-61 

Request  for  modWcation/rescission  in  the  Arco  refund  pro¬ 
ceeding.  If  granted:  The  April  8.  1993  Oismiseal  Letter 
(Case  No.  RF304-13732)  issued  to  Lew's  Arco  would 
be  modified  regaitfing  the  firm’s  Application  for  Refund 
submitted  In  the  Arco  Refurxl  Proceeding. 

Appeal  of  an  information  request  denial.  If  granted;  The 
April  1,  1993  Freedom  of  Information  Request  Denial 
issued  by  the  Office  of  Contractor  Management  and 
Administration  would  be  resdrxfed,  and  U.S.  New  & 
World  Report  would  receive  access  to  the  Department 
of  Energ/s  Management  and  Operating  Contractors' 
Purchasing  Systems  Review  Report. 

Apr.  21,  19M  .. 

U.S.  News  A  World  Report,  Washington, 
DC. 

LFA-0287 

Refund  Application  Received 

[Week  of  April  16  April  23,  1993] 


,  Date  received 

Name  of  refurxf  proceedm^iame  of  refurto  applicant 

Case  number 

4/21/93  . 

Hinds  Gulf . . . . . . . . . 

RF300-21736 

RF300-21737 

RC272-193 

RF300-21738 

RF272-94665  thru  RF272-94674 
RF304-13832  thru  RF304-13859 
RF321-1970t  thru  RF321-19709 

4/22/93  . 

Mnhawfc  RiihhAr  Cn 

4/22/93  . 

R.  J.  Reynolds  Tobacco  USA . . . . . 

4/23/93  . 

/Kcarfiaru  Gulf  Oil  Co . . . . . . . . 

4/16/93  thru  4/23/93 . 

4/16/93  thru  4/23/93 . 

Crude  Oil  RefurKi  Applicatkx^  Received . 

Allard  Richfield,  Applications  Received . 

4/16/93  thru  4/23/93  . . 

Texaco  Oil  Refund,  Application  Received . 

[FR  Doc.  93-12210  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  MS(M)1-P 


Issuance  of  Decisions  and  Orders; 
Week  of  March  22  Through  March  26, 
1993 

During  the  week  of  March  22  through 
march  26, 1993,  the  decisions  and 
orders  summarized  below  were  issued 
with  respect  to  applications  for  relief 
filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals  of  the  Department  of  Energy. 
The  following  summary  also  contains  a 
list  of  submissions  that  were  dismissed 
by  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

Appeal 

Armen  Victorian,  3/25/93,  IFA-C273 

Dr.  Armen  Victorian  filed  an  Appeal 
from  a  determination  issued  to  him  on 
November  2, 1992,  by  the  Deputy 
Directora)f  the  Office  of 
Intergovernmental  and  External  Affairs 
(Deputy  Director)  of  the  Department  of 
Energy  (DOE)  Albuquerque  Field  Office. 
That  determination  denied  Dr. 
VictcHian’s  request  for  information 
pursuant  to  the  Freedom  of  Information 
Act  on  the  basis  that  the  DOE  had  no 
documents  responsive  to  Dr.  Victorian’s 
request.  In  considering  the  Appeal,  the 
DOE  confirmed  that  the  Deputy  Director 
followed  procedures  which  were 
reasonably  calculated  to  uncover 
responsive  documents.  Accordingly,  the 
DOE  denied  Dr.  Victorian’s  Appeal. 


Motion  for  Rescission  and/or 
Reconsideration 

Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Co.,  Et  AI.  the 
341  Tract  Unit  of  the  Citronelle 
Field,  3 f 25/93,  LEB-0007,  LER-0010 

Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company,  et 
al.  (the  End-users),  and  the  341  Tract 
Unit  of  the  Citronelle  Field  (the  Unit) 
each  filed  a  Motion  for  Reconsideration 
of  a  December  24, 1991  Decision  [The 
341  Tract  Unit  of  the  Citronelle  Field,  21 
DOE  181,009  (1991)  (the  Termination 
Order)),  that  terminated  exception  relief 
granted  to  the  Unit  [The  Three  Forty- 
One  (341)  Tract  Unit  of  the  Citronelle 
Field,  10  DOE  181,027  (9183)  (the 
Exception  Decision)).  In  the  Exception 
Decision,  the  DOE,  over  the  objections 
of  certain  refiner-participants  in  the 
Entitlements  Program,  allowed  the  Unit 
to  recertify  a  sufficient  amount  of  its 
price-controlled  crude  oil  to  produce 
$63.8  million  in  additional  revenues  to 
fund  a  proposed  crude  oil  tertiary 
recovery  project.  The  funds,  which  were 
subject  to  a  repayment  requirement, 
were  placed  in  an  interest-bearing 
escrow  account.  As  a  result  of  the  Unit’s 
abandonment  of  the  tertiary  project,  the 
DOE  issued  the  Termination  Order.  At 
the  time  of  the  termination,  the  value  of 
the  Unit’s  net  withdrawal  was  $40 
million.  T  he  DOE  determined  that  the 
Unit  was  not  entitled  to  any  portion  of 
the  escrow  account  and  that  those  funds 
should  be  distributed  to  the  parties  that 


ultimately  bore  the  cost  of  the  exception 
relief. 

In  its  Motion  for  Reconsideration,  the 
Unit  sought  a  $43  million  disbursement 
from  the  escrow  account.  The  DOE 
rejected  the  Unit’s  argument  for  a 
disbursement  as  an  attempt  to  recast  the 
exception  relief.  The  DOE  stated  the 
Unit’s  entitlement  to  exception  relief 
had  been  determined  in  the  Exception 
Decision  and,  therefore,  was  not  at  issue 
in  the  termination  proceeding.  The  DOE 
held  that  the  termination  process 
selected  was  fair  to  the  Unit,  and  that 
there  was  no  basis  for  allowing  the  Unit 
to  obtain  a  benefit  from,  or  shift  its 
alleged  loss  expenses  to,  the  parties 
whose  interest  had  already  bmn 
reduced  by  $40  million  as  a  result  of  the 
Unit’s  partial  use  of  the  relief.  In  light 
of  its  denial  of  the  Unit’s  Motion,  the 
DOE  dismissed  as  moot  the  End-users’ 
Motion,  which  had  objected  to  a  passage 
in  the  Termination  Order  that  permitted 
the  Unit  to  file  a  reconsideration 
request. 

Implementation  of  Special  Refund 
Procedures 

Starks  Shell  Service,  3/25/93,  LEF-0034 

The  DOE  issued  a  Decision  and  Order 
implementing  special  refund  procedures 
to  distribute  $32,500,  plus  accrued 
interest,  that  Starks  Shell  Service 
remitted  to  the  DOE  pursuant  to  an 
August  22. 1984  Remedial  Order.  The 
DOE  determined  that  it  would  distribute 
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the  fund  in  two  stages.  In  the  first  stage, 
the  DOE  will  accept  applications  for 
refund  from  those  claiming  injury  as  a 
result  of  Starks  violation  of  federal 
petrolewn  pricing  regulations.  If  any 
Kinds  remain  after  meritorious  claims 
are  paid  in  the  first  stage,  they  will  be 
used  for  indirect  restitution  through  the 
States  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  the  Petroleum  Overcharge 
Distribution  and  Restitution  Act  of 
1986. 

Refund  Applications 

Gulf  Oil  Corp./Evarts  Service  Cenert,  3/ 
25/93,  RF300-21723 
The  DOE  issued  a  Decision  and  Order 
dismissing  as  untimely  an  Application 
for  Refund  filed  by  Evarts  Service 
Center  in  the  Gulf  Oil  Corporation 
special  refund  proceeding. 

Gulf  Oil  Corp./Spector  Red  Ball,  Inc.,  3/ 
23/93,  RF300-12908 
The  DOE  considered  an  Application 
for  Refund  filed  in  the  Gulf  Oil 
Corporation  special  refund  proceeding 
on  ^half  of  Spector  Red  Ball,  Inc. 

(SRB),  a  firm  involved  in  a  Chapter  11 
bankruptcy  proceeding.  The  ri^t  to 
SRB’s  refund  was  pur^ased  by  LK,  Inc., 
from  the  SRB  bankruptcy  trustee  for 
$20,000.  The  DOE  found  that  since  the 
trustee’s  sale  of  SRB’s  refund  right  was 
approved  by  the  bankruptcy  judge.  LK, 
Inc.,  was  entitled  to  seek  a  Gulf  refund 
based  upon  purchases  made  by  SRB. 

'The  total  refiind  granted  to  LK,  Inc.,  was 
$21,682,  including  interest. 

Harper  Bros.,  Inc.,  3/34/93,  RF272- 
24568.  RD272-24568 
The  DOE  issued  a  Decision  and  Order 
granting  an  Application  for  Refund  in 
the  Subpart  V  crude  oil  special  refund 
proceeding  by  Harper  Bros.,  Inc.,  a 
construction  company  and  a  producer  of 
asphaltic  concrete.  A  group  of  States 
and  Territories  (States)  objected  to  the 
Application  on  the  grounds  that  the 
applicant  was  able  to  pass  through 
increased  petroleum  costs  to  its 
customers.  In  support  of  their  Objection, 
the  States  submitted  an  affidavit  of  an 
economist  stating  that,  in  general,  the 


construction  industry  was  able  to  pass 
throu^  increased  petroleum  costs.  *rhe 
DOE  determined  that  the  evidence 
offered  by  the  States  was  insufficient  to 
rebut  the  presumption  of  end-user 
injury  and  that  the  applicant  should 
receive  a  refund.  The  DOE  also  denied 
the  States’  Motion  for  Discovery,  finding 
that  discovery  was  not  warranted  where 
the  States  had  not  presented  evidence 
sufficient  to  rebut  the  applicant’s 
presumption  of  injury.  After  excluding 
horn  refiind  consideration  the 
applicant’s  purchases  which  were 
subject  to  price  adjustment  provisions, 
the  applicant  was  granted  a  refund  of 
$16,552. 

Skokie  Valley  Asphalt  Co.,  Inc.,  3/24/93, 
RF272-24474.  RD272-24474 

'The  DOE  issued  a  Decision  and  Order 
granting  an  Application  for  Refund  filed 
by  Skokie  Valley  Asphalt  Co.,  Inc.,  a 
producer  of  bituminous  concrete,  in  the 
subpart  V  crude  oil  special  refund 
proceeding.  A  group  of  States  and 
Territories  (States)  objected  to  the 
Application  on  the  grounds  that  the 
applicant  was  able  to  pass  through 
increased  petroleum  costs  to  its 
customers.  In  support  of  their  Objection, 
the  States  submitted  an  affidavit  of  an 
economist  stating  that,  in  general,  the 
construction  industry  was  able  to  pass 
through  increased  petroleum  costs.  The 
DOE  determined  that  the  evidence 
offered  by  the  States  was  insufficient  to 
rebut  the  presumption  of  end-user 
injury  and  that  the  applicant  should 
receive  a  refund.  The  EKDE  also  denied 
the  States’  Motion  for  Discovery,  finding 
that  discovery  was  not  warranted  where 
the  States  had  not  presented  evidence 
sufficient  to  rebut  tbe  applicant’s 
presumption  of  injury.  The  refund 
granted  to  the  applicant  in  this  Decision 
was  $72,356. 

Texaco  Inc./Clark  S'  Ogletree,  Clark  fr 
Ogletree,  3/23/93,  RF321-16339, 
RF321-19602 

The  DOE  issued  a  Decision  and  Order 
concerning  two  competing  Applications 
for  Refund  filed  in  the  Texaco  Inc. 
special  refund  proceeding  on  behalf  of 


Clark  &  Ogletree.  a  consigneeship 
located  in  Livingston,  Texas.  Both 
applicants  claimed  the  right  to  a  refund 
based  upon  Texaco  refined  products 
consigned  to  Clark  &  Ogletree  during  the 
refund  period.  One  applicant,  Mr. 
Donald  Hill,  sought  a  refund  based  upon 
his  purchase  of  the  assets  of  Clark  & 
Ogletree  in  1980.  That  Application  was 
denied  because  the  right  to  the  refund 
was  not  transferred  in  the  sale  of  assets. 
In  response  to  the  second  Application 
filed  by  the  existing  Clark  &  Ogletree 
partnership,  a  refund  of  $13,479  ($9,984 
principal  plus  $3,494  interest)  was 
granted. 

Texaco  Inc./Weeks  Texaco  Service,  3/ 
23/93,  RF321-17345 

The  DOE  issued  a  Decision  and  Order 
concerning  an  Application  for  Refund 
filed  in  the  Texaco  Inc.  special  refund 
proceeding  by  Carolyn  Weeks,  the 
former  wife  of  the  owner  of  Weeks 
Texaco  Service  (WTS),  a  retail  sales 
outlet  located  in  Emporia,  KS.  WTS 
resold  refined  products  purchased 
directly  firom  Texaco  and  sought  a 
refund  that  was  less  than  $10,000.  The 
DOE  held  that  in  light  of  the  fact  that 
Mr.  and  Ms  Weeks  were  both 
compensated  for  their  work  at  WTS  out 
of  the  profits  earned  by  WTS,  and  the 
fact  that  Mr.  and  Ms  Weeks  operated  as 
a  single  economic  unit,  Texaco’s  alleged 
overcharges  injured  Ms  Weeks,  as  well 
as  her  husband,  during  the  marriage. 
The  DOE,  therefore,  determined  that 
equitable  considerations  favored 
granting  Ms  Weeks  a  refund  equal  to 
one-half  the  outlet’s  full  allocable  share. 
The  total  of  the  refund  granted  in  this 
Decision  is  $390  ($289  principal  plus 
$101  interest). 

Refiind  Applications 

The  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 
issued  the  following  Decisions  and 
Orders  concerning  refund  applications, 
which  are  not  summarized.  Copies  of 
the  full  texts  of  the  Decisions  and 
Orders  are  available  in  the  Public 
Reference  Room  of  the  Office  of  Hearing 
and  Appieals. 


Federated  Dept.  Stores,  Inc.,  Federated  Dept  Stores,  Inc 

Freiburger  Excavating  Co.,  Inc.  et  al . 

Grow  Group,  Inc.,  Grow  Group,  Inc  . 

Gulf  Oil  Corporation/Dick’s  Gulf  et  al . 

Gulf  Oil  Cor(X)ration/Holtzman  Petroleum  Company . 

Gulf  Oil  Corporation/Ray  Robeson  et  al . 

Hazleton  Area  School  Dist  ef  al . 

Le  Grand  Union  High  School  District  ef  al . 

Melton  Truck  Lines,  Inc  . 

Northern  Tank  Line . 

NorthviUe  Central  School  et  al . 

Santa  Cruz  County,  California  et  al . 


RF272-66432.  03/25/93 

RF272-66432. 

RF272-52247  .  03/23/93 

RF272-68932.  03/23/93 

RF272-68932. 

RF30<>-16617  .  03/23/93 

RF300-17891  .  03/23/93 

RF300-19010  .  03/26/93 

RF272-80767  .  03/24/93 

RF272-B7537  .  03/23/93 

RC272-174  .  03/23/93 

RC272-173  .  03/23/93 

RF272-84002  .  03/25/93 

RF272-89008  .  03/23/93 


I 
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Shell  Oil  Company/Marin  V.  Cagle,  Bagley  &  Interstate  71  Shell  Consolidaited  Rail  Corporation,  Wwxjlinger 
Petroleum. 


Texacx)  kicTBel  Air  Texaco  ef  a/ . 

Texaco  lnc./Ripiey  Texaco  et  at . 

Texaco  IncTVal  Coomes  Texaco  et  at 
Wadsworth  City  School  District  etal  .. 


RF315-a5.  RF315-  03/26/93 

139,  RF315- 
5890,  RF315- 
6292. 

RF321-10650  .  03/22/93 

RF321-10640  .  03/26/93 

RF321-10644  .  03/23/93 

RF272-80000  _  03C5/93 


Dismissals 

The  following  submissions  were 
dismissed; 


ACTION:  Notice  of  closure  of  special 
refund  proceeding  HEF-0209,  Getty  Oil 
Company. 


Name  Case  No. 


Argonia  Public  Schools.  RF272-79299 
U.S.D.  #359. 


Billy  Green  . 

Carrelt’s  Texaco . 

Catasauqua  Area  S.D . 

Columbian  Chemicais  Corrv 


RF321-15268 
RF321-16192 
RF272-87521 
RF321 -15935 


pany. 

Copeland  Schools . 

Curtin  Truck  Stop . . 

Eamie  Qano's  Texaco . . 

Governor  Wentworth  S.D . 

Highway  Oil  Company  . 

Hughes  Arco  . . 

Jet  Gas  Corporation . 

Lawretx»  Public  Schools . 

Linwood  School  District  . 

Uano  Irxjependent  School 
District. 

Loogootee  Community  School 

Mabel-Canton  S.D . 

Nazariarw  GuK . . . 

NGL  Supply,  Inc . 

Northside  Texaco . 

Pecan  Shoppe  of  Smyrna . 

Robinson  Texaco . 

S.A.D.  #24  Van  Buren  . 

Southdale  Texaco . . 

Surrey  School  District  #41  . 

Tekorwha  Community 


RF272-87522 

RF321-18276 

RF321-19632 

RF272-87556 

RF321-15971 

RF304-3859 

RF30O-17196 

RF272-61473 

RF272-87548 

RF272-87555 

RF272-87552 

RF272-87568 

RF300-17395 

RR225-44 

RF321-15859 

RF321-17113 

RF321-12126 

RF272-87501 

RF321-16501 

RF272-87507 

RF272-87513 


Schools. 


Copies  of  the  full  text  of  these 
decisions  and  orders  are  available  in  the 
Public  Reference  Room  of  the  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals,  Room  lE-234. 
Forrestal  Building,  1000  Independence 
Avenue,  SW„  Washington  EXD  20585, 
Monday  through  Friday,  between  the 
hours  of  1  p.m.  and  5  p.m.,  except 
federal  holidays.  They  are  also  available 
in  Energy  Management:  Federal  Energy 
Guidelines,  a  commercially  published 
loose  leaf  report  system 
Dated:  May  14, 1993. 

George  B.  Brezenay, 

Director.  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

(FR  Doc.  93-12212  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  amj 
BHJJNG  cooe  M60-«1-M 


Rnal  Closing  Date  for  Special  Refund 
Proceeding  No.  HEF-0209  Involving 
Getty  OH  C^pany 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Hearing  and  Appeals. 
Department  of  Energy. 


SUMMARY:  The  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals  (OHA)  of  the  Department  of 
Energy  (DOE)  announces  that  it  is 
terminating  the  proceeding  established 
to  distribute  refunds  from  the  escrow 
account  maintained  pursuant  to  a 
consent  order  entered  into  between  the 
DOE  and  Getty  Oil  Company. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Richard  T.  Tedrow,  Deputy  Director, 
Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals, 
Department  of  Energy,  1000 
Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20585,  (202)  586-8018. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
October  24, 1986,  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals  of  the  Department  of 
Energy  issued  a  Decision  and  Order 
setting  forth  final  refund  procedures  to 
distribute  the  monies  in  the  oil 
overchange  escrow  account  established 
in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  a 
Consent  Order  entered  into  by  the 
Department  of  Energy  and  the  Getty  Oil 
Company.  See  Getty  Oil  Company.  15 
DOE  1  85,064  (1986),  51  FR  40714 
(November  7, 1986).  That  Decision 
established  June  30. 1987,  as  the  Riling 
deadline  for  the  submission  of  refund 
applications  for  direct  restitution  by 
purchasers  of  Getty’s  rehned  petroleum 
products.  15  DOE  at  88,125. 

The  Office  of  Hearing  and  Appeals 
commenced  accepting  refund 
applications  in  the  Getty  refund 
proceeding  on  November  6, 1986,  more 
than  six  years  ago.  All  of  the 
Applications  for  Refund  filed  in  the 
G^ty  proceeding  have  been  considered 
and  resolved.  Furthermore,  in  view  of 
the  extended  period  of  time  that  has 
transpired  since  the  commencement  of 
the  proceeding,  we  have  concluded  that 
all  eligible  applicants  have  been 
provided  with  more  than  ample  time  to 
file.  Accordingly,  as  of  the  date  of 
issuance  of  this  Notice,  the  proceeding 
established  to  distribute  funds  from  the 
escrow  maintained  pursuant  to  the 
consent  order  enter^  into  between  the 
DOE  and  Getty  Oil  Compwny  is  being 
closed.  Any  unclaimed  funds  remaining 
will  be  made  available  for  indirect 
restitution  pursuant  to  the  Petroleum 


Overcharge  Distribution  and  Restitution 
Act  of  1986, 15  U.S.C  4501. 

Dated:  May  14. 1993. 

Georg*  B.  Breznay, 

Director,  Office  of  Hearing  and  Appeals. 

(FR  Doc.  93-1221  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am) 
BUUNQ  COOE  MSO-OI-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[FRL-4657-1] 

Privacy  Act  of  1974;  Republication  of 
Existing  Systems  of  Records 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION:  Notice  of  republication  of 
existing  systems  of  records. 

SUMMARY:  In  accordance  with  the 
Privacy  Act  of  1974,  as  amended.  5 
U.S.C.  552a,  EPA  previously  published 
systems  of  records  notices  for  two 
systems  of  records  maintained  by  EPA’s 
Office  of  Inspector  General  (OIG):  The 
EPA— 4  system  of  records  called  "OIG 
Criminal  Investigative  Index  and  Files — 
EPA/OIG"  and  the  EPA-5  system  of 
records  called  "OIG  Personnel  Security 
Files — ^EPA/OIG.”  The  most  recent 
notice  for  these  systems  of  records  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
April  28. 1986  (51  FR  15825).  Pursuant 
to  5  U.S.C.  552a(e)(4),  EPA  is  making 
minor  revisions  to  the  existing  routine 
iises  and  adding  new  routine  uses  to 
these  two  systems  of  records. 

DATES:  This  notice  will  be  effective 
without  further  notice  on  June  23, 1993, 
unless  EPA  receives  written  comments 
which  would  result  in  a  contrary 
determination. 

ADDRESSES:  Interested  persons  may 
submit  written  comments  to:  John  C. 
Jones,  Assistant  Inspector  General  for 
Management,  Office  of  Inspector 
General  (A-109),  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  401  M  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20460. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  John 
C.  Jones,  (202)  260-4912. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  EPA  is 
republishing  the  EPA-4  and  EPA-5 
systems  of  records  to:  (1)  Add  new 
routine  uses,  (2)  revise  some  of  the 
existing  routine  uses  in  a  manner  that  is 
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compatible  with  the  purpose  for  which 
the  record  was  collected,  (3)  make 
minor  editorial  revisions  to  existing 
routine  uses,  and  (4)  update  other 
information  in  the  previously  published 
notices  of  these  systems  of  records. 

First.  EPA  is  adding  three  new  routine 
uses  to  the  EPA-4  system  of  records 
authorizing  disclosure  of  information, 
under  specihed  circumstances,  to  public 
or  professional  licensing  organizations; 
to  entities  or  persons  who  need  the 
information  to  take  action  to  recover 
money  or  property  of  EPA  or  to  take 
appropriate  disciplinary  action  to 
maintain  the  integrity  of  EPA  programs 
or  operations;  and  to  the  Office  of 
Government  Ethics  (OGE)  to  comply 
with  agency  reporting  requirements 
established  by  OGE  regulations.  These 
routine  uses  are  identihed  in  the  EPA- 
4  system  of  records  as  routine  uses  “r,” 
"s,”  and  "t.”  EPA  is  adding  three  new 
routine  uses  to  the  EPA-5  system  of 
records  authorizing  disclosure  of 
information,  under  speciHed 
circumstances,  to  Federal  agencies 
responsible  for  suspension  or  debarment 
actions;  to  public  or  professional 
licensing  organizations;  and  to  entities 
or  persons  who  need  the  information  to 
take  action  to  recover  money  or  property 
of  EPA  or  to  take  appropriate 
disciplinary  action  to  maintain  the 
integrity  of  EPA  programs  or  operations. 
These  routine  uses  are  identified  in  the 
EPA-5  system  of  records  as  routine  uses 
“p,”  “q,”  and  "r.” 

Second,  EPA  is  revising  some  of  the 
existing  routine  uses  in  a  manner  that  is 
compatible  with  the  purpose  for  whicdi 
the  record  was  collected.  The 
information  in  the  EPA-4  system  of 
records  was  collected  for  purposes  of 
law  enforcement,  and  the  information  in 
the  EPA-5  system  of  records  was 
collected  for  purposes  of  determining  an 
individual’s  suitability  for  Federal 
employment.  Federal  contracts,  or 
access  to  classified  information.  The 
revisions  to  the  existing  routine  uses  are 
compatible  with  these  purposes. 

Third,  EPA  is  making  minor  editorial 
revisions  to  some  of  the  existing  routine 
uses  for  clarity. 

Fourth,  EPA  is  updating  other 
information  in  the  previously  published 
notice  of  these  systems  of  records  to 
accurately  reflect  minor  changes  in  the 
organizational  structure  of  the  OIG  and 
the  manner  in  which  information  is 
stored  and  retrieved. 

All  these  changes  are  necessary  to 
enable  the  OIG  to  carry  out  its  assigned 
mission  of  preventing,  detecting,  and 
reporting  instances  of  fraud,  waste, 
abuse,  and  mismanagement  in  Agency 
programs  and  operations. 


Dated:  April  30, 1993. 

Edward  Hanley, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator  for 
Administration  and  Resources  Management. 

EPA-4 

SYSTEM  name: 

OIG  Criminal  Investigative  Index  and 
Files— EPA/OIG. 

SECURITY  CLASSIFICATION: 

None. 

SYSTEM  location: 

Assistant  Inspector  General  for 
Investigations.  Office  of  Inspector 
General  (A-109),  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  401  M  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20460. 

categories  of  inoiviouals  covered  by  the 
system: 

Individuals  and  entities  who  are  or 
have  been  the  subjects  of  investigations 
conducted  by  the  OIG,  including 
present  and  former  EPA  employees; 
present  and  former  grant  recipients, 
consultants,  contractors,  and 
subcontractors,  and  their  employees; 
and  other  individuals  and  entities  doing 
business  with  EPA. 

CATEGORmS  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

a.  Criminal  Investigative  Index. 
Selected  information  from  each 
investigative  file,  indexed  by  case  file 
numbers,  names  of  the  subjects  of 
investigations,  and  the  cities.  States,  and 
EPA  regions  in  which  the  subjects  were 
located. 

b.  Hard  Copy  Files.  All  information 
relating  to  investigations,  including  the 
information  contained  in  the  criminal 
investigative  index;  information 
provided  by  Federal,  State,  local,  and 
foreign  investigatory  or  law  enforcement 
agencies,  and  other  government 
agencies;  information  provided  by  the 
subjects  of  investigations;  information 
provided  by  individuals  with  whom  the 
subjects  are  associated  (e.g.,  fellow 
workers,  business  associates, 
acquaintances,  or  relatives);  information 
provided  by  witnesses  and  confidential 
sources;  information  fi-om  public  source 
materials;  correspondence;  a  copy  of  the 
investigative  report;  and  information 
about  referrals  for  criminal 
prosecutions,  civil  proceedings,  and 
administrative  actions  taken  with 
respect  to  the  subjects.  While  the  case 

is  open,  the  file  also  contains 
investigative  notes  and  summaries  of 
telephone  calls,  which  are  destroyed 
when  the  case  is  closed. 

AUTHORfTY  FOR  MAINTENANCE  OF  THE  SYSTEM: 

Inspector  General  Act  of  1978,  as 
amended,  5  U.S.C.  app.;  and  5  U.S.C. 
301. 


PURPOSE(S): 

The  records  contained  in  the  systems 
are  used  by  the  OIG  in  furtherance  of 
the  responsibilities  of  the  Inspector 
General  under  the  Inspector  General  Act 
of  1978,  as  amended,  to  conduct  and 
supervise  investigations  relating  to 
programs  and  operations  of  the  EPA;  to 
promote  economy,  efficiency,  and 
effectiveness  in  the  administration  of 
such  programs  and  operations;  and  to 
prevent  and  detect  fraud  and  abuse  in 
such  programs  and  operations.  The 
records  are  used  in  investigating 
individuals  and  entities  suspected  of 
having  committed  illegal  or  unethical 
acts  and  in  any  resulting  criminal 
prosecutions,  civil  proceedings,  or 
administrative  actions.  The  records  are 
used  in  debarment  and  suspension 
proceedings  under  assistance  programs 
and  direct  procurements.  The  records 
are  used  in  conducting  investigations  of 
employees,  consultants,  contractors, 
subcontractors,  and  applicants  in 
connection  with  personnel  security 
determinations. 

ROUTINE  USES  OF  RECORDS  MAINTAINED  IN  THE 
SYSTEM,  INCLUDINO  CATEGORIES  OF  USERS  AND 
THE  PURPOSES  OF  SUCH  USES: 

A  record  fitim  the  system  of  records 
may  be  disclosed,  as  a  routine  use; 

a.  To  any  source,  private  or  public,  to 
the  extent  necessary  to  secure  from  such 
source  information  relevant  to  a 
legitimate  EPA  investigation,  audit,  or 
other  inouiry. 

b.  To  the  appropriate  Federal,  State, 
local,  foreign,  or  international  agency,  if 
a  record  indicates,  either  by  itself  or  in 
combination  with  other  information,  a 
violation  or  potential  violation  of  law, 
whether  civil,  criminal,  or  regulatory  in 
nature,  and  whether  arising  by  general 
statute  or  particular  program  statute,  or 
by  rule,  regulation,  or  order  issued 
pursuant  thereto,  where  that  agency  is 
charged  with  the  responsibility  of 
investigating  or  prosecuting  a  violation, 
or  of  enforcing  or  implementing  the 
statute,  or  rule,  regulation,  or  order 
issued  pursuant  thereto. 

c.  To  a  Federal  agency  responsible  for 
considering  suspension  or  debarment 
action  where  such  record  would  be 
relevant  to  such  action. 

d.  To  a  Federal,  State,  local,  foreign, 
or  international  agency,  or  other  public 
authority  or  professional  organization, 
maintaining  civil,  criminal,  or  other 
relevant  enforcement  records  or  other 
pertinent  records,  such  as  current 
licenses,  in  order  to  obtain  information 
relevant  to  an  EPA  investigation,  audit, 
or  other,  inquiry,  or  relevant  to  an  EPA 
decision  concerning  the  hiring  or 
retention  of  an  employee  or  other 
personnel  action,  the  issuance  of  a 
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security  clearance,  the  letting  of  a 
contract,  the  issuance  of  a  license,  grant 
or  other  benefit,  the  establishment  of  a 
claim,  or  the  initiation  of 
administrative,  civil,  or  criminal  action. 

e.  To  a  Federal,  State,  local,  foreign, 
or  international  agency,  in  response  to 
its  request,  in  connection  with  the 
assignment,  hiring,  or  retention  of  an 
individual,  the  issuance  of  a  security 
clearance,  the  reporting  of  an 
investigation  of  an  individual,  the 
letting  of  a  contract,  or  the  issuance  of 
a  license,  grant,  or  other  benefit  by  the 
requesting  agency,  to  the  extent  that  the 
information  is  relevant  and  necessary  to 
the  requesting  agency’s  decision  on  the 
matter. 

f.  In  a  proceeding  before  a  court,  other 
adjudicative  body  or  grand  jury,  or  in  an 
administrative  or  regulatory  proceeding, 
to  the  extent  that  each  disclosure  is 
compatible  with  the  purpose  for  which 
the  record  was  collected  and  is  relevant 
and  necessary  to  the  proceeding  in 
which  one  of  the  following  is  a  party  or 
has  an  interest:  (1)  EPA  or  any  of  its 
components,  (2)  an  EPA  employee  in  his 
or  her  official  capacity,  (3)  an  EPA 
employee  in  his  or  her  individual 
capacity  where  the  Department  of 
Justice  is  representing  or  considering 
representation  of  the  employee,  or  (4) 
the  United  States  where  EPA  determines 
that  the  litigation  is  likely  to  affect  EPA. 
Such  disclosures  include,  but  are  not 
limited  to,  those  made  in  the  course  of 
presenting  evidence,  conducting 
settlement  negotiations,  and  responding 
to  subpoenas  and  requests  for  discovery. 

g.  To  a  Member  of  Ckingress  who 
submits  an  inquiry  on  behalf  of  an 
individual,  when  the  individual  to 
whom  the  record  pertains  has 
authorized  the  Member  of  Congress  in 
writing  to  have  access  to  the  record.  In 
such  cases,  the  Member  of  Congress  has 
no  more  right  to  the  record  than  does 
the  individual  who  requested  it. 

h.  To  the  IDepartment  of  Justice  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  its  advice  on 
Freedom  of  Information  Act  matters. 

i.  To  the  Office  of  Management  and  , 
Budget  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  its 
advice  regarding  EPA  obligations  under 
the  Privacy  Act  of  1974,  as  amended,  5 
U.S.C.  552a,  or  in  connection  with  the 
review  of  legislation. 

j.  In  response  to  a  subpoena  issued  by 
a  Federal  agency  having  the  power  to 
subpoena  records  of  other  Federal 
agencies. 

k.  To  the  Department  of  Justice  to  the 
extent  that  each  disclosure  is 
compatible  with  the  purpose  for  which 
the  record  was  collected  and  is  relevant 
and  necessary  to  litigation  or 
anticipated  litigation  in  which  one  of 
the  following  is  a  party  or  has  an 


interest:  (1)  EPA  or  any  of  its 
components,  (2)  an  EPA  employee  in  his 
or  her  official  capacity,  (3)  an  EPA 
employee  in  his  or  her  individual  \ 
capacity  where  the  Department  of 
Justice  is  representing  or  considering 
representation  of  the  employee,  or  (4) 
the  United  States  where  EPA  determines 
that  the  litigation  is  likely  to  affect  EPA. 

l.  To  the  Department  of  the  Treasury 
and  the  Department  of  Justice  when 
EPA  is  seeldng  an  ex  parte  court  order 
to  obtain  taxpayer  information  fiom  the 
Internal  Revenue  Service. 

m.  To  debt  collection  contrac^rs  for 
the  purpose  of  collecting  delinquent 
debts  as  authorized  by  law. 

n.  To  a  “consumer  reporting  agency,” 
as  that  term  is  defined  in  the  Fair  Credit 
Reporting  Act  (15  U.S.C.  1681a(0)  or  the 
Federal  Claims  Collection  Act  of  1966 
(31  U.S.C.  3701(a)(3)),  for  the  purpose  of 
obtaining  information  in  the  course  of 
an  investigation. 

o.  To  EPA  contractors,  grantees,  or 
volunteers  who  have  been  engaged  to 
assist  EPA  in  the  performance  of  a 
contract,  grant,  cooperative  agreement, 
or  other  activity  related  to  this  system 
of  records  and  who  need  to  have  access 
to  the  records  in  order  to  perform  the 
activity.  Recipients  shall  be  required  to 
comply  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Privacy  Act  of  1974,  as  amended,  5 
U.S.C.  552a. 

p.  To  representatives  of  the  General 
Services  Administration  and  the 
National  Archives  and  Records 
Administration  who  are  conducting 
records  management  inspections  under 
the  authority  of  44  U.S.C.  2904  and 
2906. 

q.  To  a  Federal,  State,  local,  foreign, 
or  international  agency,  or  other  public 
authority,  for  use  in  a  computer 
matching  program,  as  that  term  is 
defined  in  5  U.S.C.  552a(a)(8).  Each 
disclosure  shall  be  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Privacy  Act  of 
1974,  as  amended,  5  U.S.C.  552a,  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(0MB)  Computer  Matching  Guidelines 
published  on  June  19, 1989  (54  FR 
25818),  and  0MB  Bulletin  No.  89-22 
published  on  September  20, 1989,  or 
any  superseding  guidance. 

r.  To  a  public  or  professional 
licensing  organization  when  such  record 
indicates,  either  by  itself  or  in 
combination  with  other  information,  a 
violation  or  potential  violation  of 
professional  standards,  or  reflects  on  the 
moral,  educational,  or  professional 
qualifications  of  an  individual  who  is 
licensed  or  who  is  seeking  to  become 
licensed. 

s.  To  an  entity  or  person,  public  or 
private,  when  disclosure  of  the  record  is 
needed  to  enable  the  recipient  of  the 


record  to  take  action  to  recover  money 
or  property  of  the  EPA.  when  such 
recovery  will  accrue  to  the  benefit  of  the 
United  States,  or  when  disclosure  of  the 
record  is  needed  to  enable  the  recipient 
of  the  record  to  take  appropriate 
disciplinary  action  to  maintain  the 
intemty  of  EPA  programs  or  operations. 

t.  To  the  Office  of  Government  Ethics 
(OGE)  to  comply  with  agency  reporting 
requirements  established  by  OGE  in  5 
CFR  part  2638,  subpart  F. 

POUCIES  ANO  PRACTICES  FOR  STORmO, 
RETRIEVING,  ACCESStNG,  RETAIMNO,  AND 
DISPOSING  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

storage: 

The  criminal  investigative  index  is 
stored  on  computer  hard  disks  and 
tapes.  The  hard  copy  files  are  stored  in 
file  folders.  All  records  are  stored  under 
secure  conditions,  which  are  described 
in  the  Safeguards  section. 

retrievabiuty: 

Records  in  the  criminal  investigative 
index  are  retrieved  by  the  last  names  of 
the  subjects  of  investigations  and  by 
case  numbers.  Records  in  the  hard  copy 
files  are  retrieved  by  case  file  numbers. 

safeguards: 

Direct  access  to  the  criminal 
investigative  index  is  limited  to 
authorized  staff  of  the  OIG  Office  of 
Investigations  and  Office  of  Audit. 
Access  to  the  criminal  investigative  files 
is  limited  to  authorized  staff  of  the  OIG 
Office  of  Investigations.  Additional 
access  within  EPA  is  limited  to 
authorized  officials  and  employees  on  a 
need-to-know  basis.  All  records,  when 
not  in  the  possession  of  an  authorized 
individual,  are  stored  in  locked  cabinets 
in  an  alarmed  room  with  restricted 
access. 

RETENTION  ANO  DISPOSAL: 

Records  are  retained  and  disposed  of 
in  accordance  with  EPA  Records 
Control  Schedules,  Inspector  General 
Records,  approved  by  the  National 
Archives  and  Records  Administration. 
Investigative  case  files  are  generally 
retained  for  10  years  and  then 
destroyed. 

SYSTEM  MANAGER(S)  ANO  ADDRESS: 

Assistant  Inspector  General  for 
Investigations,  Office  of  Inspector 
General  (A-109),  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  401  M  Street,  SW„ 
Washington,  DC  20460. 

NOTIFICATION  PROCEDURES: 

See  Exemption  section  of  this  notice. 
EPA  claims  that  the  system  is  exempt 
from  this  requirement.  However,  EPA 
has  promulgated  rules  which  establish 
procedures  for  notifying  an  individual 
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at  his/her  request  if  the  system  of 
records  contains  a  record  pertaining  to 
him/her  because,  under  certain 
circumstances,  it  might  be  appropriate 
for  an  individual  to  have  access  to  all 
or  a  portion  of  his/her  records  in  this 
system.  Reqviests  for  notification  should 
bie  made  in  writing  to  the  System 
Manager  in  accordance  with  EPA’s 
regulations  at  40  CFR  part  16. 

RECORD  ACCESS  PR0CE0URE8: 

See  Exemption  section  of  this  notice. 
EPA  claims  that  the  system  is  exempt 
from  this  requirement.  However,  EPA 
has  promulgated  rules  whidi  establish 
prooediues  for  notifying  an  individual 
at  his/her  request  how  he/she  can  gain 
access  to  a  record  in  a  system  of  records 
pertaining  to  him/her  because,  under 
certain  circumstances,  it  might  be 
appropriate  for  an  individual  to  have 
access  to  all  or  a  portion  of  his/her 
records  in  this  system.  Requests  for 
access  should  be  made  in  writing  to  the 
System  Manager  in  accordance  with 
EPA’s  regulations  at  40  CFR  part  16. 

CONTESTING  RECORD  PROCEDURES: 

See  Record  Access  Procedures  section 
of  this  notice. 

RECORD  SOURCE  CATEGORCS: 

See  Exemption  section  of  this  notice. 
EPA  claims  that  the  system  is  exempt 
from  this  requirement.  However,  EPA  is 
publishing  the  following  generic  list  of 
categories  of  sources  of  records  in  this 
system:  The  subjects  of  investigations; 
individuals  with  whom  the  subjects  of 
investigations  are  associated  (e.g.,  fellow 
workers,  business  associates, 
acquaintances,  or  relatives);  Federal, 
State,  local,  or  foreign  investigatory  or 
law  enforcement  agencies;  other 
government  agencies;  confrdential 
sources;  witnesses;  concerned  citizens; 
and  public  source  materials. 

SYSTEMS  EXEMPT  FROM  CERTAIN  PROVISIONS  OF 
THE  ACT: 

Pursuant  to  5  U.S.C  552a(j)(2),  this 
system  is  exempt  from  the  following 
provisions  of  the  Privacy  Act  of  1974,  as 
amended:  5  U.S.C.  S52a  (c)  (3)  and  (4); 

(d) ;  (e)  (1),  (2),  (3),  (4)  (G),  (H),  and  (I). 
(5),  and  (8);  (f);  and  (g).  Pursuant  to  5 
U.S.C.  5S2a(k)(2),  this  system  is  exempt 
from  the  following  provisions  of  the 
Privacy  Act  of  1974,  as  amended, 
subject  to  the  limitations  set  forth  in 
that  subsection;  5  U.S.C  552a  (c)(3);  (d); 

(e) (1).  (4)  (G).  (H).  and  (I);  and  (Q. 
Pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  5528(k)(5).  this 
system  is  exempt  from  the  following 
provisicms  of  the  Privacy  Act  of  1974,  as 
amended,  subject  to  the  limitations  set 
forth  in  that  subsection:  5  U.S.C.  552a 
(c)(3);  (d);  (e)(1).  (4)  (H)  and  (I);  and  (f) 
(2)  through  (5).  These  exemptions  were 


published  as  regulations  in  the  Federal 
Register,  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  5  U.S.C  553  (b)  (1),  (2), 
and  (3).  (c),  and  (e).  For  additional 
information,  contact  the  System 
Manager. 

EPA-6 

SYSTEM  name: 

OIG  Personnel  Security  Files — EPA/ 
OIG. 

SECURITY  classification: 

Most  of  the  records  in  this  system  are 
unclassified.  However,  some  records  in 
the  system  are  classified  by  other 
Federal  agencies  at  levels  up  to  and 
including  “secret”  in  accordance  with 
Executive  Order  12356. 

SYSTEM  LOCATION: 

Assistant  Inspector  General  for 
Management,  Office  of  Inspector 
General  (A-109),  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  401  M  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20460. 

CATEGORIES  OF  MOIVIOUALS  COVERED  BY  THE 
SYSTEM: 

Individuals  who  have  been  the 
subjects  of  personnel  security 
investigations  (e.g.,  preappointment 
investigations,  background 
investigations,  national  agency  checks 
and  inquiries,  and  periodic 
reinvestigations)  conducted  by  the  OIG 
or  the  Office  of  Personnel  Management 
(OPM),  including  present  and  former 
EPA  employees,  consultants, 
contractors,  and  subcontractors  in 
national  security  and/or  public  trust 
positions;  and  applicants  for  national 
security  and/or  public  trust  positions 
within  the  EPA. 

CATEGORIES  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

A.  Computerized  Reference:  Selected 
information  from  some  personnel 
security  files,  indexed  by  the  subject’s 
social  security  number,  place  of  birth, 
type  of  investigation,  date  of 
investigation,  type  of  security  clearance, 
date  of  security  clearance,  and 
sensitivity  of  the  position  occupied. 

B.  Hard  Copy  Files:  All  information 
relating  to  personnel  security 
investigations,  including  information 
contained  in  the  computerized 
reference;  information  provided  by  the 
subjects  on  forms  SF-171,  SF-85,  SF- 
85P.  SF-86.  SF-87,  OPM-329-A,  EPA- 
1480-19,  EPA-1480-40,  AEC-136,  and 
DOE  F  5631.18,  F  5631.29  and  F 
5631.34;  information  in  interviews  and 
correspondence;  information  provided 
by  individuals  with  whom  the  subjects 
are  associated  (e.g.,  fellow  workers, 
business  associates,  acquaintances,  or 
relatives);  information  provided  by 


Federal,  State,  local,  or  foreign 
investigatory  or  law  enforcement 
agencies,  or  other  government  agencies; 
information  provided  by  confidential 
sources;  information  provided  by  former 
employers,  references  named  by  the 
subjects,  credit  agencies,  and 
educational  institutions;  pre¬ 
appointment  investigative  reports; 
summaries  of  telephone  calls; 
correspondence;  public  source 
materials;  and  information  about 
referrals  for  criminal  prosecutions,  civil 
proceedings,  and  administrative  actions 
taken  with  respect  to  the  subjects. 

AUTHORITY  FOR  MAINTENANCE  OF  THE  SYSTEM: 

Executive  Order  10450,  as  amended; 
Executive  Order  12356;  Atomic  Energy 
Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  42  U.S.C. 

2165;  Inspector  General  Act  of  1978,  as 
amended,  5  U.S.C.  app.;  and  5  U.S.C. 
301. 

PURPOSE(S): 

The  records  contained  in  the  system 
are  used  by  the  OIG  to  develop 
information  on  EPA  employees, 
consultants,  contractors,  subcontractors, 
and  applicants  that  will  help  the  EPA 
determine  suitability,  eligibility,  or 
qualifications  for  Federal  civilian 
employment.  Federal  contracts,  or 
access  to  classified  information.  To  the 
extent  that  records  in  this  system  reveal 
a  violation  or  potential  violation  of  law, 
then  such  records  would  be  used  by  the 
OIG  in  furtherance  of  the 
responsibilities  of  the  Inspiector  General 
under  the  Inspector  General  Act  of  1978, 
as  amended,  to  conduct  and  supervise 
investigations  relating  to  programs  and 
operations  of  the  EPA;  to  promote 
economy,  efficiency,  and  effectiveness 
in  the  administration  of  such  programs 
and  operations;  and  to  prevent  and 
detect  fraud  and  abuse  in  such  programs 
and  operations.  Such  records  would  be 
used  in  investigating  individuals  and 
entities  suspected  of  having  committed 
illegal  or  unethical  acts  and  in  any 
resulting  criminal  prosecutions,  civil 
proceedings,  or  administrative  actions. 

ROUTINE  USES  OF  RE^DS  MAINTABIEO  IN  THE 
SYSTEM,  MCLUOWG  CATEGORIES  OF  USERS  AND 
THE  PURPOSE  OF  SUCH  USES: 

A  record  from  the  system  of  records 
may  be  disclosed,  as  a  routine  use: 

a.  To  any  source,  private  or  public,  to 
the  extent  necessary  to  secure  from  such 
source  information  relevant  to  a 
legitimate  EPA  investigation,  audit,  or 
other  inquiry. 

b.  To  the  appropriate  Federal,  State, 
local,  foreign,  or  international  agency,  if 
a  record  indicates,  either  by  itself  or  in 
combination  with  other  information,  a 
violation  or  potential  violation  of  law. 
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whether  civil,  criminal,  or  regulatory  in 
nature,  and  whether  eurising  by  general 
statute  or  particular  program  statute,  or 
by  rule,  regulation,  or  order  issued 
pursuant  thereto,  where  that  agency  is 
charged  with  the  responsibility  of 
investigating  or  prosecuting  a  violation, 
or  of  enforcing  or  implementing  the 
statute,  or  rule,  regulation,  or  order 
issued  pursuant  thereto. 

c.  To  a  Federal,  State,  local,  foreign, 
or  international  agency,  or  other  public 
authority  or  professional  organization, 
maintaining  civil,  criminal,  or  other 
relevant  enforcement  records  or  other 
pertinent  records,  such  as  current 
licenses,  in  order  to  obtain  information 
relevant  to  an  EPA  investigation,  audit, 
or  other  inquiry,  or  relevant  to  an  EPA 
decision  concerning  the  hiring  or 
retention  of  an  employee  or  other 
personnel  action,  the  issuance  of  a 
security  clearance,  the  letting  of  a 
contract,  the  is.suance  of  a  license,  grant 
or  other  benefit,  the  establishment  of  a 
claim,  or  the  initiation  of 
administrative,  civil,  or  criminal  action. 

d.  To  a  Federal,  State,  local,  foreign, 
or  international  agency,  in  response  to 
its  request,  in  connection  with  the 
assignment,  hiring,  or  retention  of  an 
individual,  the  issuance  of  a  security 
clearance,  the  reporting  of  an 
investigation  of  an  individual,  the 
letting  of  a  contract,  or  the  issuance  of 
a  license,  grant,  or  other  benefit  by  the 
requesting  agency,  to  the  extent  that  the 
information  is  relevant  and  necessary  to 
the  requesting  agency’s  decision  on  the 
matter. 

e.  In  a  proceeding  before  a  court,  other 
adjudicative  body  or  grand  jury,  or  in  an 
administrative  or  regulatory  proceeding, 
to  the  extent  that  each  disclosure  is 
compatible  with  the  purpose  for  which 
the  record  was  collected  and  is  relevant 
and  necessary  to  the  proceeding  in 
which  one  of  the  following  is  a  party  or 
has  an  interest:  (1)  EPA  or  any  of  its 
components,. (2)  an  EPA  employee  in  his 
or  her  official  capacity,  (3)  an  EPA 
employee  in  his  or  her  individual 
capacity  where  the  Department  of 
Justice  is  representing  or  considering 
representation  of  the  employee,  or  (4) 
the  United  States  where  EPA  determines 
that  the  litigation  is  likely  to  affect  EPA. 
Such  disclosures  include,  but  are  not 
limited  to,  those  made  in  the  course  of 
presenting  evidence,  conducting 
settlement  negotiations,  and  responding 
to  subpoenas  and  recmests  for  discovery. 

f.  To  a  Member  of  Congress  who 
submits  an  inquiry  on  behalf  of  an 
individual,  when  the  individual  to 
whom  the  record  pertains  has 
authorized  the  Member  of  Congress  in 
writing  to  have  access  to  the  record.  In 
such  cases,  the  Member  of  Congress  has 


no  more  right  to  the  record  than  does 
the  individual  who  requested  it. 

g.  To  the  Department  of  Justice  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  its  advice  on 
Freedom  of  Information  Act  matters. 

h.  To  the  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  its 
advice  regarding  ETA  obligations  under 
the  Privacy  Act  of  1974,  as  amended,  5 
U.S.C.  552a,  or  in  connection  with  the 
review  of  legislation. 

i.  In  response  to  a  subpoena  issued  by 
a  Federal  agency  having  the  power  to 
subpoena  records  of  other  Federal 
agencies. 

j.  To  the  Department  of  Justice  to  the 
extent  that  each  disclosure  is 
compatible  with  the  purpose  for  which 
the  record  was  collected  and  is  relevant 
and  necessary  to  litigation  or 
anticipated  litigation  in  which  one  of 
the  following  is  a  party  or  has  an 
interest:  (1)  EPA  or  any  of  its 
components,  (2)  an  EPA  employee  in  his 
or  her  official  capacity,  (3)  an  EPA 
employee  in  his  or  her  individual 
capacity  where  the  Department  of 
Justice  is  representing  or  considering 
representation  of  the  employee,  or  (4) 
the  United  States  where  EPA  determines 
that  the  litigation  is  likely  to  affect  EPA. 

k.  To  the  Department  of  the  Treasury 
and  the  Department  of  Justice  when 
EPA  is  seeking  an  ex  parte  court  order 
to  obtain  taxpayer  information  from  the 
Internal  Revenue  Service. 

l.  To  debt  collection  contractors  for 
the  purpose  of  collecting  delinquent 
debts  as  authorized  by  law. 

m.  To  a  “consumer  reporting  agency,” 
as  that  term  is  defined  in  the  Fair  Credit 
Reporting  Act  (15  U.S.C.  1681a(f))  or  the 
Federal  Claims  Collection  Act  of  1966 
(31  U.S.C.  3701(a)(3)),  for  the  purpose  of 
obtaining  information  in  the  course  of 
an  investigation. 

n.  To  EPA  contractors,  grantees,  or 
volunteers  who  have  been  engaged  to 
assist  EPA  in  the  performance  of  a 
contract,  grant,  cooperative  agreement, 
or  other  activity  related  to  this  system 
of  records  and  who  need  to  have  access 
to  the  records  in  order  to  perform  the 
activity.  Recipients  shall  be  required  to 
comply  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Privacy  Act  of  1974,  as  amended,  5 
U.S.C  552a. 

o.  To  representatives  of  the  General 
Services  Administration  and  the 
National  Archives  and  Records 
Administration  who  are  conducting 
records  management  inspections  under 
the  authority  of  44  U.S.C.  2904  and 
2906. 

p.  To  a  Federal  agency  responsible  for 
considering  suspension  or  debarment 
action  where  such  record  would  be 
relevant  to  such  action. 


q.  To  a  public  or  professional 
licensing  organization  when  such  record 
indicates,  either  by  itself  or  in 
combination  with  other  information,  a 
violation  or  potential  violation  of 
professional  standards,  or  reflects  on  the 
moral,  educational,  or  professional 
qualifications  of  an  individual  who  is 
licensed  or  who  is  seeking  to  become 
licensed. 

r.  To  an  entity  or  person,  public  or 
private,  when  disclosure  of  the  record  is 
needed  to  enable  the  recipient  of  the 
record  to  take  action  to  recover  money 
or  property  of  the  EPA,  when  such 
recovery  will  accrue  to  the  benefit  of  the 
United  States,  or  when  disclosure  of  the 
record  is  needed  to  enable  the  recipient 
of  the  record  to  take  appropriate 
disciplinary  action  to  maintain  the 
integrity  of  EPA  programs  or  operations. 

POUCIES  ANO  PRACTICES  FOR  STORINO, 
RETRIEVINQ,  ACCESSiNQ,  RETAIMNO,  ANO 
OlSPOSmO  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM*. 

storage: 

The  computerized  reference  is  stored 
on  bound  computer  printout  sheets.  The 
hard  copy  files  are  stored  in  file  folders. 
All  records  are  stored  under  secure 
conditions,  which  are  described  in  the 
Safeguards  section. 

retrievabiuty: 

Records  in  the  computerized 
reference  are  retrieved  by  the  social 
security  numbers  of  the  subjects  of 
personnel  security  investigations. 
Records  in  the  hard  copy  files  are 
retrieved  by  the  last  names  of  the 
subjects  of  personnel  security 
investigations. 

SAFEGUARDS: 

Direct  access  to  the  computer  based 
information  is  limited  to  authorized 
employees  of  the  OIG,  Office  of 
Management,  Personnel  Security  Stafi. 
Additional  access  to  the  security  files 
within  EPA  is  limited  to  authorized 
officials  and  employees  on  a  need-to- 
know  basis.  All  records,  when  not  in  the 
possession  of  an  authorized  individual, 
are  stored  in  file  cabinets  or  safes  and/ 
or  in  a  locked  central  file  room  with 
restricted  access.  Classified  records  are 
stored  in  accordance  with  Executive 
Order  12356. 

RETENTION  ANO  DISPOSAL: 

Records  are  retained  and  disposed  of 
in  accordance  with  EPA  Records 
Control  Schedules,  Inspector  General 
Records,  approved  by  the  National 
Archives  and  Records  Administration. 
Personnel  security  files  are  generally 
retained  for  5  years  after  the  separation 
or  transfer  of  the  employee  and  then 
destroyed. 
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SYSTEM  MANAQER(S)  AND  AOORESS: 

Assistant  Inspector  General  for 
Management,  Office  of  Inspector 
Gene^  (A-109)  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  401  M  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20460. 

NOTIFICATION  PROCEDURES: 

See  Exemption  section  of  this  notice. 
EPA  claims  that  the  system  is  exempt 
from  this  requirement  to  the  extent  that 
the  system  contains  investigatory 
material  compiled  for  law  enforcement 
purposes.  EPA  also  claims  that  the 
system  is  exempt  from  this  requirement 
to  the  extent  that  the  system  contains 
records  which  are  specifically 
authorized  under  criteria  established  by 
Executive  Order  12356  to  be  kept  secret 
in  the  interest  of  national  defense  or 
foreign  policy  and  which  are  in  fact 
properly  classified  pursuant  to  that 
executive  order.  However,  EPA  has 
promulgated  rules  which  establish 
procedures  for  notifying  an  individual 
at  his/her  request  if  the  system  of 
records  contains  a  record  pertaining  to 
him/her  because,  under  certain 
circumstances,  it  might  be  appropriate 
for  an  individual  to  have  access  to  all 
or  a  portion  of  his  records  in  this 
system.  Requests  for  notification  should 
bie  made  in  writing  to  the  System 
Manager  in  accordance  with  EPA’s 
regulations  at  40  CFR  part  16. 

RECORD  ACCESS  PROCEDUIVS: 

See  Exemption  section  of  this  notice. 
EPA  claims  that  the  system  is  exempt 
frtim  this  requirement.  However,  EPA 
has  promulgated  rules  which  establish 
procedures  for  notifying  an  individual 
at  his/her  request  how  he/she  can  gain 
access  to  a  record  in  a  system  of  records 
pertaining  to  him/her  because,  under 
certain  circumstances,  it  might  be 
appropriate  for  an  individual  to  have 
access  to  all  or  a  portion  of  his  records 
in  this  system.  Requests  for  access 
should  be  made  in  writing  to  the  System 
Manager  in  accordance  with  EPA’s 
regulations  at  40  CFR  part  16. 

CONTESTMG  RECORD  PROCEDURES: 

See  Record  Access  Procedures  section 
of  this  notice. 

RECORD  SOURCE  CATEOORCS: 

See  Exemption  section  of  this  notice. 
EPA  claims  that  the  system  is  exempt 
from  this  requirement.  However,  EPA  is 
publishing  the  following  generic  list  of 
categories  of  sources  of  records  in  this 
system:  the  subjects  of  personnel 
security  investigations;  individuals  with 
whom  the  subjects  are  associated  (e.g., 
fellow  workers,  business  associates, 
acquaintances,  or  relatives);  Federal, 
State,  local,  or  foreign  investigatory  or 


law  enforcement  agencies:  other 
government  agencies;  confidential 
sources;  former  employers;  reference 
named  by  the  subjects;  credit  agencies; 
educational  institutions;  and  public 
source  materials. 

SYSTEMS  EXEMPTED  FROM  CERTAM  PROVISIONS 
OFTNEACT: 

Pursuant  to  5  U.S.C  552a(k)(l),  this 
system  is  exempt  frt)m  the  following 
provisions  of  the  Privacy  Act  of  1974,  as 
amended:  5  U.S.G.  552a(c)(3);  (d);  (e)(1), 
(4)(G),  (H),  and  (I);  and  (f).  Pursuant  to 
5  U.S.C.  552a(k)(2),  this  system  is 
exempt  from  the  following  provisions  of 
the  PHvaf^y  Act  of  1974,  as  amended, 
subject  to  the  limitations  set  forth  in 
that  subsection:  5  U.S.C  552a(c)(3);  (d); 

(e) (1),  (4)(G),(H),  and  (I);  and  (Q. 
Pursuant  to  5  U.S.C  552a(k)(5),  this 
system  is  exempt  from  the  following 
provisions  of  the  Privacy  Act  of  1974,  as 
amended,  subject  to  the  limitations  set 
forth  in  that  subsection:  5  U.S.C. 
552a(c)(3);  (d);  (e)(1),  (4)(H)  and  (I);  and 

(f) (2)  throu^  (5).  These  exemptions 
were  publi^ed  as  regulations  in  the 
Federal  Register,  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  5  U.S.C  553(b)(1),  (2), 
and  (3),  (c),  and  (e).  For  additional 
information,  contact  the  System 
Manager. 

[FR  Doc  93-12220  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am) 
BIUJNO  CODE  tsao-so-p 


IFHL-4657-41 

Control  of  Air  Pollution  From  New 
Motor  Vehicles  and  New  Motor  Vehicle 
Engines;  Federal  Test  Procedure 
Review 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Availability  and 
Solicitation  of  Comments. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  announces  the 
availability  of  a  Preliminary  Technical 
Report  (EPA  Document  No.  420-R-93- 
007)  regarding  the  testing  of  motor 
vehicles  and  motor  vehicle  engines  for 
measurement  of  motor  vehicle 
emissions.  This  Report  has  been 
prepared  by  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency's  (EPA)  Federal  Test 
Procedure  (FTP)  Review  Ifroject, 
pursuant  to  Section  206(h)  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act,  as  amended  (CAA  or  Act). 
Section  206(h)  of  the  Act  requires  that 
EPA  “review  and  revise  as  necessary” 
the  regulations  governing  the  FTP  to 
“insure  that  vehicles  are  tested  under 
circumstances  which  reflect  the  actual 
current  driving  conditions  under  which 
motor  vehicles  are  used”. 

The  report  discusses  the  driving 
behavior  research  conducted  by  ^A 


and  others  in  EPA’s  review  of  the  FTP, 
including  the  need  for  such  research, 
the  methods  and  approaches  employed 
in  the  research,  an  analysis  and 
discussion  of  the  results  of  the  research, 
and  an  analytical  comparison  to  the 
FTP.  Comments  on  the  report  are 
invited  from  experts  in  the  field  and  all 
interested  parties. 

DATES:  This  preliminary  technical  report 
has  been  released  and  is  currently 
available  to  the  public.  Written 
comments  on  the  report  must  be 
submitted  on  or  before  July  8, 1993. 
Additional  information  on  obtaining 
copies  of  the  report  and  submitting 
comments  can  be  found  in  the 
ADDRESSES  and  SUPPLEMENTARY 
INFORMATION  sections  of  this  notice. 
ADDRESSES:  The  FTP  Review  Project 
Preliminary  Technical  Report  is 
available  to  the  public  via  four  avenues: 
(1)  The  report  and  (Hher  materials 
relevant  to  the  FTP  Review  Project,  are 
available  for  public  inspection  and 
copying  in  the  EPA  Air  Docket  under 
do^et  number  A-92-64.  The  docket  is 
located  at  the  U.S.  EPA,  Air  Docket, 

Mail  Code  LE-131, 401  M  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  DC,  20460  (room  M-1500 
on  the  ground  level  of  Waterside  Mall) 
(Telephone  #(202)260-7548,  FAX 
#(202)260-7883).  The  docket  may  be 
inspected  between  the  hours  of  8:30 
a.m.  to  12  noon  and  from  1:30  to  3:30 
p.m.  Monday  through  Friday.  A 
reasonable  fee  may  be  charged  by  EPA 
for  copying  docket  materials.  In 
addition,  written  comments  for  EPA 
consideration  may  be  submitted  (in 
duplicate  if  possible)  to  the  EPA  Air 
Docket,  Attention  Docket  No.  A-92-64 
at  the  same  address.  (2)  Electronic 
copies  are  available  on  EPA’s 
Technology  Transfer  Network  (TTN), 
CAAA  Bulletin  Board,  Title  11  file  area. 
TTN  is  an  electronic  bulletin  board 
providing  information,  technology,  and 
tools  on  air  pollution  control.  The 
service  is  free,  except  for  the  cost  of  the 
phone  call,  and  accessible  from  your 
own  computer  via  a  modem  by  dialing 
(919)  541-5742  (1200/2400/9600  baud). 
If  you  want  more  information  or  need 
help  accessing  the  system,  call  the 
systems  operator  by  phone  at  (919)  541- 
5384.  (3)  Hard  copies  (paper)  are 
available  through  the  National 
Technical  Information  Service  (NTIS), 
5285  Port  Royal  Road,  Springfield,  VA, 
22161,  Telephone  #(703)  487-4650.  (4) 

A  hard  copy  or  an  electronic  copy  (on 
3.5  inch  diskettes  using  Wordperfect  for 
the  PC  environment  and  Microsoft  Word 
for  the  Macintosh),  may  be  obtained  by 
sending  a  written  request  (please  specify 
format)  to  the  contact  person  listed 
below.  (Please  note:  Due  to  limited 
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equipment  and  personnel  at  this  source, 
response  to  requests  for  a  hard  copy 
may  be  restricted  to  the  Executive 
Summary.) 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  John 
German,  Certification  Division,  U.S. 

EPA,  National  Vehicle  and  Fuel 
Emissions  Laboratory,  2565  Plymouth 
Road,  Ann  Arbor,  MI  48105.  Telephone 
#(313)  668-4214,  FAX  #(313)  741-7869. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  EPA  is 
committed  to  public  involvement  and 
throughout  the  FTP  Review  Project  has 
endeavored  to  provide  opportunities  for 
input  from  states,  indus^,  and  other 
interested  parties.  EPA  issued  a  Status 
Report  on  the  FTP  review  project  in 
February  1993  (EPA  Document  No.  420- 
R-93-006),  and  held  a  public  workshop 
on  March  9  and  10, 1993.  The  status 
report,  written  submissions  and 
prepared  statements  from  the  public 
workshop,  as  well  as  additional 
information  relevant  to  the  FTP  review, 
may  be  found  at  the  EPA  Air  Docket  in 
Docket  No.  A-92-64  (see  ADDRESSES). 

In  keeping  with  this  commitment, 

EPA  solicits  and  encourages  review  of 
the  preliminary  technical  report  by 
experts  in  the  held  and  other  interested 
parties.  EPA  welcomes  comments  and 
asks  that  technical  comments  be 
submitted  with  supporting  data. 
Information  gained  horn  comments 
received  will  support  EPA’s  efforts  to 
implement  the  provisions  of  CAA 
Section  206(h).  All  comments,  with  the 
exclusion  of  proprietary  information, 
should  be  directed  to  the  EPA  Air 
Docket  (see  ADDRESSES  above). 

Commenters  desiring  to  submit 
proprietary  information  for 
consideration  should  clearly  distinguish 
such  information  from  other  comments 
to  the  greatest  possible  extent  and  label 
it  as  “Confidential  Business 
Information.”  Submissions  containing 
such  proprietary  information  should  be 
sent  directly  to  the  contact  person  (see 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT 
above),  and  not  to  the  public  docket. 
This  will  ensure  that  proprietary 
information  is  not  inadvertently  placed 
in  the  docket.  If  a  commenter  wants 
EPA  to  use  confidential  business 
information  as  part  of  EPA’s  review  and 
possible  revision  of  the  FTP,  then  a 
nonconhdential  version  of  the 
document  that  summarizes  the  key  data 
or  information  should  be  placed  in  the 
public  docket. 

Information  covered  by  a  claim  of 
confidentiality  will  be  disclosed  by  EPA 
only  to  the  extent  allowed  and  by  the 
procedures  set  forth  in  40  CFR  part  2. 

If  no  claim  of  confidentiality 
accompanies  the  submission  when  it  is 
received  by  EPA,  it  may  be  made 


available  to  the  public  without  further 
notice  to  the  commenters. 

A  broad  outline  of  the  information 
contained  in  the  report  is  provided 
below: 

FTP  Review  Project:  Preliminary 
Technical  Report — Outline 

•  Introduction  and  Background. 

•  Project  Overview. 

•  Driving  Surveys:  Methods  and 
Approach. 

•  Driving  Behavior. 

•  Driving  Conditions. 

•  Analysis  and  Discussion  of  Survey 
Results. 

•  Driving  Behavior  Determinants/ 
Factors. 

•  Trip  Behavior  Determinants/ 
Factors. 

•  Vehicle  Operation  Patterns. 

•  Analytical  Comparison  to  the 
Federal  Test  Procedure. 

•  Test  Cycle  Development  Methods 
and  Approach. 

Dated:  May  14, 1993. 

Richard  D.  Wilson, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator  for  Air  and 
Radiation. 

IFR  Doc.  93-12223  Filed  5-21-93:  8:45  am) 
BILUNO  CODE  6S6O-S0-P 


[FRL  465ft-1] 

Agency  Information  Collection 
Activities  Under  OMB  Review 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  In  compliance  with  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  (44  U.S.C. 
3501  et  seq.),  this  notice  announces  that 
the  Information  Collection  Request  (ICR) 
abstracted  below  has  been  forwarded  to 
the  Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(OMB)  for  review  and  comment.  The 
ICR  describes  the  nature  of  the 
information  collection  and  its  expected 
cost  and  burden. 

DATES:  This  notice  requests  an 
expedited  review.  Public  comments 
must  be  submitted  by  May  31, 1993. 

For  further  information,  or  to  obtain  a 
copy  of  this  ICR,  contact  Sandy  Farmer 
at  EPA.  (202)  260-2740. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Office  of  Prevention,  Pesticides  and 
Toxic  Substances 

Title:  Pesticides  Enforcement  and 
Applicator  Certification  Cooperative 
Agreement:  Output  Projections/ 
Quarterly  Accomplishments  Reporting 
Form.  (EPA  ICR  No:  1547.02;  OMB  No: 
2070-0113)  This  is  a  request  for 
extension  of  the  expiration  date  of  a 
currently  approved  collection. 


Abstract:  Under  sections  23(a),  26(a), 
and  11(a)(2)(D)  of  the  Federal 
Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodentidde 
Act  (FIFRA),  EPA  requires  governmental 
entities  (states,  territories,  and  Indian 
tribes)  to  which  it  has  delegated  primary 
enforcement  authority  and  with  which 
it  has  cooperative  agreements  in  place, 
to  report  periodically  to  the  Agency  on 
their  pesticide  enforcement  activities. 
Specifically,  the  respondent  state 
agencies  submit  to  the  EPA  output  and 
accomplishment  reports  on  projected 
and  completed  instructions,  number 
and  type  of  samples  collected  during  an 
inspection,  actual  number  of 
enforcement  actions  resulting  from  an 
inspection,  and  applicator  certification 
and  training  activities. 

To  comply  with  section  19(f)  of 
FIFRA,  the  Agency  is  mandated  to 
promulgate  regulations  which  will 
continue  to  grant  enforcement 
authorities  to  states  that  have 
cooperative  agreements  with  the 
Agency.  Until  section  19(f)  of  FIFRA  is 
implemented,  the  states  must  also 
submit  to  the  Agency  a  written 
commitment  to  conduct  the  following 
activities: 

(1)  Review  the  proposed  FIFRA 
section  19(f)  regulations; 

(2)  Identify  any  changes  to  State  laws 
that  would  be  necessary  to  enforce 
the  regulations,  and  develop  an 
estimated  timeline  for  making  the 
necessary  changes; 

(3)  Within  12  months  of  promulgation 
of  the  FIFRA  section  19(0(1) 
regulations,  develop,  and  submit  to 
EPA,  a  strategy  for  implementing  a 
state  enforcement  program  in 
compliance  with  the  requirements 
of  section  19(0  of  the  FIFRA; 

(4)  After  promulgation  of  the 
regulations,  conduct  a  program  to 
inform  the  regulated  community  of 
the  requirements  of  the  rules. 

These  activities  will  put  adequate 
State  programs  in  place  by  the  time 
compliance  with  regulations 
promulgated  under  FIFRA  section  19(0 
is  required. 

The  Agency  uses  this  information  to 
monitor  and  evaluate  delegated  program 
performance  as  part  of  its  overall 
pesticide  enforcement  program.  Also, 
the  information  is  used  to  review  and 
set  funding  levels  for  cooperative 
agreements. 

Burden  Statement:  The  estimated 
annual  reporting  burden  for  this 
collection  of  information  is  estimated 
to  average  6.29  hours  per  response. 
This  estimate  includes  the  time 
needed  to  review  instructions,  search 
existing  data  sources,  gather  and 
maintain  the  data  needed,  and 
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complete  and  review  the  collection  of 
information. 

Respondents:  States,  territories,  and 
Indian  tribes  with  EPA  cooperative 
grants. 

Estimated  No.  of  Respondents:  70 
Estimated  No.  of  Responses  Per 
Respondent:  5 

Estimated  Total  Annual  Burden  on 
Respondents:  2,202  hours 
Frequency  of  Collection:  Quarterly  for 
enforcement  and  semi-annually  for 
certification.  The  written  commitment 
is  submitted  once. 

Send  comments  regarding  the  burden 
estimate,  or  any  other  aspect  of  the 
information  collection,  including 
suggestions  for  reducing  the  burden  to: 

Sandy  Farmer,  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Information  Policy 
Branch  (PM  223Y).  401  M  Street  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20460 
and 

Matthew  Mitchell,  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget,  Office  of  Information  and 
Regulatory  Affairs,  725  17th  Street  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20503. 

Dated:  May  18, 1993. 

Paul  Lapsley, 

Director,  Regulatory  Management  Division. 
|FR  Doc.  93-12222  Piled  5-21-93;  8:45  am] 
BHxata  COOK  asso-stMi 


[FRL465»-2] 

Renewal  of  the  Policy  Dialogue  on 
Mining  Wastes 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION:  Renewal  of  Federal  Advisory 
Committee — ^Policy  Dialogue  Committee 
on  mining  wastes. 

SUMMARY:  As  required  by  section  9(a)(2) 
of  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(Pub.  L.  92-463),  we  are  giving  notice  of 
the  renewal  of  the  Mining  Waste  Policy 
Dialogue  Committee.  The  Committee 
was  formed  in  March,  1991  to  provide 
a  forum  to  refine  and  further  develop 
issues  related  to  managing  mining  waste 
and  to  facilitate  the  exchange  of  ideas 
and  information  among  the  interested 
parties.  The  Charter  has  been  renewed 
through  September  30, 1993.  We  have 
determined  that  renewal  of  this 
Committee  is  in  the  public  interest  and 
will  assist  the  Agency  in  performing  its 
duties  prescribed  in  the  Resources 
Conservation  Recovery  Act. 

Copies  of  the  Committee  Charter  have 
been  filed  with  the  appropriate 
committees  of  Congress  and  the  Library 
of  Congress. 

No  date  has  been  set  for  the  next 
meeting  of  the  Policy  Dialogue 
Committee.  Notice  will  be  published 


when  the  date  and  location  of  the  next 
meeting  is  known 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Persons  needing  further  information  on 
substantive  aspects  of  the  mining  waste 
program  should  call  Steve  Hofiman, 
Office  of  Solid  Waste,  U.S.  EPA,  (703) 
308-8413.  Summaries  of  previous 
meetings  will  be  made  available  upon 
written  request  to  Patricia  Whiting, 
Office  of  Solid  Waste,  (OS-323W), 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  401 
M  Street.  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20460. 

Dated:  May  18. 1993. 

Deborah  Daltmi, 

Designated  Federal  Official,  Deputy  Director, 
Consensus  and  Dispute  Resolution  Program, 
Office  of  Policy,  Planning  and  Evaluation. 
[FR  Doc.  93-12221  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am] 

BIUJNQ  COOC  ISaO-SO-M 


EXPORT-IMPORT  BANK  OF  THE 
UNITED  STATES 

Notice  of  Open  Meeting  of  the 
Advisory  Committee  of  the  Export- 
Import  Bank  of  the  United  States 

SUMMARY:  The  Advisory  Committee  was 
established  by  Pub.  L.  98-181, 

November  30, 1983,  to  advise  the 
Export-Import  Bank  on  its  programs  and 
to  provide  comments  for  inclusion  in 
the  reports  of  the  Export-Import  Bank  to 
the  United  States  Congress. 

TIME  AND  PLACE:  Tuesday,  June  8, 1993, 
from  9:30  a.m.  to  12  noon.  The  meeting 
will  be  held  at  Eximbank  in  room  1143, 
811  Vermont  Avenue  NW.,  Washington, 
DC  20571. 

AGENDA:  The  meeting  agenda  will 
include  a  discussion  of  the  following 
topics:  Advisory  Committee  Comment 
on  Competitiveness  Report; 
Subcommittee  Reports;  Small  Business, 
Banking.  Insurance,  Exporters — ^Tied 
Aid,  Project  Finance,  Environment, 
Eastern  Europe/CIS;  and  other  topics. 
PUBLIC  PARTiaPATlON:  The  meeting  will 
be  open  to  public  participation;  and  the 
last  15  minutes  will  be  set  aside  for  oral 
questions  or  comments.  Members  of  the 
public  may  also  file  written  statement(s) 
before  or  after  the  meeting.  In  order  to 
permit  the  Export-Import  Bank  to 
arrange  suitable  accommodations, 
members  of  the  public  who  plan  to 
attend  the  meeting  should  notify  Loretta 
Carrier,  Room  966,  811  Vermont  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington.  DC  20571,  (202)  566- 
8893,  not  later  than  June  7, 1993.  If  any 
person  wishes  auxiliary  aids  (such  as  a 
sign  language  interpreter)  or  other 
special  accommodations,  please  contact, 
prior  to  June  3, 1993,  Loretta  Carrier, 
room  966,  811  Vermont  Avenue,  NW., 


Washington.  DC  20571,  Voice:  (202) 
566-8893  or  TDD:  (202)  535-3913. 
FURTHER  INFORMATION:  For  further 
information,  contact  Loretta  Carrier, 
Room  966,  811  Vermont  Avenue  NW., 
Washington.  DC  20571,  (202)  566-8893. 
Helene  H.  Wall. 

Vice  President,  Administrative  and 
Management  Services. 

(FR  Doc.  93-12152  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am] 
BiLUNO  COOC  eno-ot-m 


[Public  Notice  20] 

Agency  Forms  Submitted  for  0MB 
Review 

AGENCY:  Export-Import  Bank  of  the 
United  States. 

ACTION:  In  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Paperwork  Reduction 
Act  of  1908,  Eximbank  has  submitted  an 
application  to  be  used  under  the  Bank’s 
medium  and  long  term  loan  and 
guarantee  programs. 

PURPOSE:  The  proposed  application  is  to 
be  used  by  applicants  when  applying  for 
Eximbank’s  services  under  its  medium 
and  long  term  loan  and  guarantee 
programs.  The  application  will  serve  as 
a  mechanism  by  which  Eximbank  can 
evaluate  creditworthiness  of  applicants, 
to  find  reasonable  assurance  of 
repayment,  and  to  assure  that  relevant 
statutory  programs  and  requirements  are 
met. 

SUMMARY:  The  following  summarizes  the 
information  collection  proposal 
submitted  to  OMB. 

(1)  Type  of  request:  extension 

(2)  Number  of  forms  submitted;  one 

(3)  Form  Number;  EIB  87-14  (Rev.) 

(4)  Title  of  information  collection: 
Medium-  and  Long-Term  Export 
Loan  and  Guarantee  Application 

(5)  Frequency  of  use:  Submission  of 
applications 

(6)  Respondents:  Any  U.S.  or  foreign 
bank,  other  financial  institution, 
other  responsible  party  including 
the  exporter  or  creditworthy 
borrowers  in  a  country  eligible  for 
Eximbank  assistance. 

(7)  Estimated  total  number  of  annual 
responses:  1200 

(8)  Estimated  total  number  of  hours 
needed  to  fill  out  the  form:  1200. 
Section  3504(h)  of  Public  Law  96- 
511  does  not  apply. 

ADDITIONAL  INFORMATION  OR  COMMENTS: 
Copies  of  the  proposed  application  may 
be  obtained  from  Helene  H.  Wall, 
Agency  Clearance  Officer,  (202)  566- 
8111.  Comments  and  questions  should 
be  directed  to  Jefierson  Hill,  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget,  Information 
and  Regulatory  Affairs,  room  3235,  New 
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Executive  Office  Building,  Washington, 
DC  20503,  (202)  395-3176.  All  , 
comments  should  be  submitted  within 
two  weeks  of  this  notice;  if  you  intend 
to  submit  comments  but  are  unable  to 
meet  this  deadline,  please  advise  by 
telephone  that  comments  will  be 
submitted  late. 

Dated;  May  13, 1993. 

Helene  H.  WaU, 

Agency  Clearance  Officer. 

IFR  Doc  93-12184  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  MM-01-M 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

Agreement(8)  Filed;  South  Europe/ 
U.S.A.  Freight  Conference,  et  al. 

The  Federal  Maritime  Commission 
hereby  gives  notice  of  the  hling  of  the 
following  agreement(s)  pursuant  to 
section  5  of  the  Shipping  Act  of  1984. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and 
obtain  a  copy  of  each  agreement  at  the 
Washington,  DC  Office  of  the  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  800  North 
Capitol  Street,  NW.,  9th  Floor. 

Interested  parties  may  submit  comments 
on  each  agreement  to  the  Secretary, 
Federal  Maritime  Commi.ssion, 
Washington,  DC  20573,  within  10  days 
after  the  date  of  the  Federal  Register  in 
which  this  notice  appears.  The 
requirements  for  comments  are  found  in 
§  572.603  of  title  46  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations.  Interested  persons 
should  consult  this  section  before 
communicating  with  the  Commission 
regarding  a  pending  agreement. 
Agreement  No.:  202-010676-061 
Title:  South  Europe/U.S.A.  Freight 
Conference 
Parties: 

Achille  Lauro 

Evergreen  Marine  Corporation 
(Taiwan)  Ltd. 

Italia  di  Navigazione,  S.p.A. 

Lykes  Lines 

A.P.  Moller-Maersk  Line  ct 
Nedlloyd  Lines 
Sea-Land  Service,  Inc. 

P&O  Containers  Limited 
Zim  Israel  Navigation  Company,  Ltd. 
Synopsis:  The  proposed  amendment 
modihes  the  rules  governing  service 
contracts. 

Agreement  No.:  203-011414 
Title:  Hapag-Lloyd/Matson 
Cooperative  Working  Agreement 
Parties: 

Hapag-Lloyd,  AG 
Matson  Navigation  Company.  Inc. 
Synopsis:  The  Agreement  permits  the 
parties  to  cooperate  by  transshipping 
cargo  between  U.S.  Pacihc  Coast  ports. 


as  part  of  through  international 
movements  under  Hapag-Uoyd  bills  of 
lading. 

Dated:  May  18, 1993. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Conunission. 

Joeeph  C  Polking, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  93-12145  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  ETSO-OI-M 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

Aftpen  Bancshares,  Inc.;  Acquisition  of 
Company  Engaged  in  Permissible 
Nonbanking  Activities;  Correction 

This  notice  corrects  a  previous  notice 
(FR  Doc.  93-10953)  published  at  page 
27573  of  the  issue  for  Monday,  May  10, 
1993. 

Under  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
Kansas  City  heading,  the  entry  for 
Aspen  Baneshares,  Inc.  is  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 

A.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City  (John  E.  Yorke,  Senior  Vico 
President)  925  Grand  Avenue,  Kansas 
City,  Missouri  64198: 

1.  Aspen  Baneshares.  Inc.,  Aspen, 
Colorado;  to  acquire  Centennial  Savings 
Bank,  F.S.B.,  Durango,  Colorado,  and 
thereby  engage  in  the  sale  of  credit  life 
insurance  pursuant  to  §  225.25(b)(8)(i) 
of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y. 

Comments  on  this  application  must 
be  received  by  June  1, 1993. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  May  18, 1993. 

Jennifer  J.  Johnson, 

Associate  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  93-12194  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  S210-01-F 


First  Security  Bancorp,  Inc.,  et  al.; 
Formations  of;  Acquisitions  by;  and 
Mergers  of  Bank  Holding  Companies 

The  companies  listed  in  this  notice 
have  appli^  for  the  Board’s  approval 
under  section  3  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842)  and  § 
225.14  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y  (12 
CFR  225.14)  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  or  to  acquire  a  bank  or  bank 
holding  company.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  applications 
are  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act 
(12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

Each  application  is  available  for 
immediate  inspection  at  the  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  indicated.  Once  the 
application  has  been  accepted  for 
processing,  it  will  also  be  available  for 
inspection  at  the  offices  of  the  Board  of 
Governors.  Interested  f}ersons  may 


express  their  views  in  writing  to  the 
Reserve  Bank  or  to  the  offices  of  the 
Board  of  Governors.  Any  comment  on 
an  application  that  requests  a  hearing 
must  include  a  statement  of  why  a 
written  presentation  would  not  suffice 
in  lieu  of  a  hearing,  identifying 
specifically  any  questions  of  fact  that 
are  in  dispute  and  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing. 

Unless  otherwise  noted,  comments 
regarding  each  of  these  applications 
must  be  received  not  later  than  June  17, 
1993. 

A.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago 
(David  S.  Epstein,  Vice  President)  230 
South  LaSalle  Street.  Chicago,  Illinois 
60690: 

1.  First  Security  Bancorp.  Inc., 
Elmwood  Park.  Illinois;  to  become  a 
bank  holding  company  by  acquiring  100 
percent  of  the  voting  shares  of  First 
Security  Trust  &  Savings  Bank. 

Elmwood  Park.  Illinois. 

2.  J.E.  Coonley  Company,  Hampton. 
Iowa;  to  acquire  100  jiercent  of  the 
voting  shares  of  Sheffield  Savings  Bank, 
Sheffield,  Iowa. 

B.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
Minneapolis  (James  M.  Lyon.  Vice 
President)  250  Marquette  Avenue, 
Minneapolis,  Minnesota  55480: 

1.  Wisconsin  Baneshares,  Inc., 
Newport,  Minnesota;  to  merge  with 
Security  Bancorporation,  Inc.,  Newjxirt. 
Minnesota,  and  thereby  indirectly 
acquire  MidAmerica  Bank  Hudson, 
Hudson,  Wisconsin,  and  Security  State 
Bank,  Ladysmith,  Wisconsin. 

C  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City  (John  E.  Yorke,  Senior  Vice 
President)  925  Grand  Avenue,  Kansas 
City,  Missouri  64198: 

J.  CCB  Corporation,  Kansas  Qty, 
Missouri;  to  acquire  at  least  45.0  percent 
of  the  voting  shares  of  Acquisition 
Corporation,  Leawood,  Kansas,  and 
thereby  indirectly  acquire  Leavcorp, 
Inc.,  Leavenworth,  Kansas,  and 
Leavenworth  National  Bank  and  Trust 
Company,  Leavenworth,  Kansas. 

2.  Community  Bancs  of  Oklahoma, 
Inc.,  Tulsa,  Oklahoma;  to  become  a  bank 
holding  company  by  acquiring  100 
percent  of  the  voting  shares  of 
Community  Bank  and  Trust  Company. 
TuLsa,  Oklahoma. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  May  18, 1993. 

Jennifer  J.  Johnson, 

Associate  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  93-12195  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  UlO-OI-f 
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Huxley  Bancorp;  Notice  of  Application 
to  Erv^ge  de  novo  in  Permissible 
Nonbanking  Activities 

The  company  listed  in  this  notice  has 
filed  an  application  under  §  225.23(a)(1) 
of  the  Board's  Regulation  Y  (12  CFR 
22S.23(a)(l))  for  &e  Board’s  approval 
under  section  4(c)(8)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1843(c)(8))  and  §  225.21(a)  of  Regulation 
Y  (12  CFR  225.21(a))  to  commence  or  to 
engage  de  novo,  either  directly  or 
through  a  subsidiary,  in  a  nonbanking 
activity  that  is  listed  in  §  225.25  of 
Regulation  Y  as  closely  related  to 
banking  and  permissible  for  bank 
holding  companies.  Unless  otherwise 
noted,  such  activities  will  be  conducted 
throughout  the  United  States. 

The  application  is  available  for 
immediate  inspection  at  the  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  indicated.  Once  the 
application  has  been  accepted  for 
processing,  it  will  also  be  available  for 
inspection  at  the  offices  of  the  Board  of 
Governors.  Interested  persons  may 
express  their  views  in  writing  on  the 
question  whether  consummation  of  the 
proposal  can  “reasonably  be  expected  to 
produce  benefits  to  the  public,  such  as 
greater  convenience,  increased 
competition,  or  gains  in  efficiency,  that 
outweigh  possible  adverse  effects,  such 
as  undue  concentration  of  resources, 
decreased  or  imfair  competition, 
conflicts  of  interests,  or  unsound 
banking  practices."  Any  request  for  a 
hearing  on  this  question  must  be 
accompanied  by  a  statement  of  the 
reasons  a  written  presentation  would 
not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  the  proposal. 

Comments  regarding  the  application 
must  be  received  at  the  Reserve  Bank 
indicated  or  the  offices  of  the  Board  of 
Governors  not  later  than  June  14, 1993. 

A.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago 
(David  S.  Epstein,  Vice  President)  230 
South  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  Illinois 
60690: 

1.  Huxley  Bancorp,  Huxley,  Iowa;  to 
engage  de  novo  in  making  and  servicing 
loans  pursuant  to  §  225.25(b)(1)  of  the 
Board’s  Regulation  Y. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  May  18, 1993. 
lamifisr  ).  Johnson, 

Associate  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

IFR  Doc.  93-12196  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am) 
enUNQ  CODE 


JamM  Edward  Watkina,  at  al.;  Change 
in  Bank  Control  Notices;  Acquisitions 
of  Shares  of  Banks  or  Bank  Holding 
Companies 

The  notificants  listed  below  have 
applied  under  the  Change  in  Bank 
Control  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1817(j))  and  § 
225.41  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y  (12 
CFR  225.41)  to  acquire  a  bank  or  bank 
holding  company.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  notices  are 
set  forth  in  paragraph  7  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C  1817(j)(7)). 

The  notices  are  available  for 
immediate  inspection  at  the  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  indicated.  Once  the 
notices  have  been  accepted  for 
processing,  they  will  also  be  available 
for  inspection  at  the  offices  of  the  Board 
of  Governors.  Interested  persons  may 
express  their  views  in  writing  to  the 
Reserve  Bank  indicated  for  that  notice 
or  to  the  offices  of  the  Board  of 
Governors.  Comments  must  be  received 
not  later  than  June  14, 1993. 

A.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta 
(Zane  R.  Kelley,  Vice  President)  104 
Marietta  Street,  N.W.,  Atlanta,  Georgia 
30303: 

J.  James  Edward  Watkins, 
Chattanooga,  Tennessee;  to  acquire  an 
additional  1.08  percent  of  the  voting 
shares  of  East  Ridge  Bancshares,  Inc., 
East  Ridge,  Tennessee,  for  a  total  of 
26.03  percent,  and  thereby  indirectly 
acquire  The  Bank  of  East  Ridge,  East 
Ridge,  Tennessee. 

B.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas 
(W.  Arthur  Tribble,  Vice  President)  400 
South  Akard  Street.  Dallas,  Texas 
75222: 

1.  Ernest  Hulon  Bay,  Anderson, 

Texas;  to  acquire  an  additional  6.49 
percent  for  a  total  of  26.22  percent;  and 
Edward  Earl  Bay,  Anderson,  Texas,  to 
acquire  2.29  percent  of  the  voting  shares 
of  First  Anderson  Bancshares,  Inc., 
Anderson,  Texas,  and  thereby  indirectly 
acquire  The  First  National  Bank, 
Anderson,  Texas. 

2.  Herbert  Dean  Smith,  Bonham, 
Texas;  to  acquire  an  additional  34.90 
percent  of  the  voting  shares  of  Wolfe 
City  Bancshares,  Inc.,  Wolfe  City,  Texas, 
for  a  total  of  34.97  percent,  and  thereby 
indirectly  acquire  The  Wolfe  City 
National  Bank,  Wolfe  City,  Texas. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  May  18, 1993. 

Jennifer  J.  Johnson, 

Associate  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc,  93-12197  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am) 
BILUNO  CODE 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND 
HUMAN  SERVICES 

Administration  for  Children  and 
Families 

Agency  Information  Collection  Under 
0MB  Review 

Under  the  provisions  of  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  (44  U.S.C. 
Chapter  35),  we  have  submitted  to  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(OMB)  a  request  for  the  reinstatement  of 
an  information  collection  titled;  “Child 
Support  Enforcement  Program  Quarterly 
Report  of  Expenditures  and  Estimates 
(OCSE-131)’’.  This  information 
collection  was  approved  under  OMB 
Control  Number  0970-0014  for  use 
through  February  28, 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  the  Information 
Collection  request  may  be  obtained  from 
Steve  Smith  of  the  Office  of  Information 
Systems  Management,  Administration 
of  Children  and  Families,  by  calling 
(202) 401-6964. 

Written  comments  and  questions 
regarding  the  requested  approval  for 
information  collection  should  be  sent 
directly  to:  Kristina  Emanuels,  OMB 
Desk  Officer  for  ACFi  OMB  Reports 
Management  Branch,  New  Executive 
Office  Building,  room  3002,  725  17th 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20503, 

(202) 395-7316. 

Information  Document 

Title:  Child  support  Enforcement 
Program  Quarterly  Report  of 
Expenditures  and  Estimates  form  (SCE- 
34 

OMB  No.:  0980-0014 

Description:  The  authority  to  collect 
and  report  this  information  is  found  in 
the  following  sections  of  the  Social 
Security  Act:  452(a)(6),  454(10),  455(b). 
455(d)  and  458(e).  'The  estimate  and 
expenditure  information  collected  on 
form  C)CSE-131,  Child  Support  and 
Enforcement  Program  Quarterly  Report 
of  Expenditures  and  Estimates  will  be 
used  to  project  the  Federal  and  State 
shares  of  funds  required  to  operate  the 
program  and  to  compute  quarterly  grant 
awards  to  the  States  as  required  by  Title 
IV-D  of  the  Social  Security  Act. 

Grants  are  awarded  under  Title  IV-D 
for  the  purposes  of  enforcing  the 
support  of  obligations  owed  by  absent 
parents  to  their  children  and  the  spouse 
(or  former  spouse)  with  whom  such 
children  are  living,  locating  absent 
parents,  establishing  paternity, 
obtaining  child  and  spousal  support, 
and  assuring  that  assistance  in  obtaining 
support  will  be  available  to  all  children 
for  who  such  assistance  is  requested. 

Section  452(a)(6)  of  the  Social 
Security  Act  requires  the  Secretary  of 
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the  Department  of  Health  and  Human 
Services  to  maintain  a  full  record  of  this 
information  as  reported  by  the  States  for 
use  in  the  annual  report  to  the  Congress. 


Annual  Number  of  Respondents . 54 

Annual  Frequency . 4 

Average  Burden  Hours  Per  Response . 8 

Total  Burden  Hours . 1,728 

Dated:  April  28, 1993. 

Larry  Guerrero, 


Deputy  Director,  Office  of  Information 
Systems  Management. 

[FR  Doc.  03-12143  Piled  5-21-93;  8:45  am] 

MLUNO  CODE  4ia4-«1-M 


Health  Care  Financing  Administration 
[OPA-007-N] 

Medicare  Program;  Meeting  of  the 
Practicing  Physicians  Advisory 
Council 

AGENCY:  Health  Care  Financing 
Administration  (HCFA),  HHS. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  meeting. 

SUMMARY:  In  accordance  with  section 
10(a)  of  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act,  this  notice  announces  a  meeting  of 
the  Practicing  Physicians  Advisory 
Council.  This  meeting  is  open  to  the 
public. 

DATES:  The  meeting  is  scheduled  for 
June  7, 1993,  from  9  a.m.  until  5  p.m. 
d.s.t.  Additional  meetings  are 
tentatively  scheduled  for  September  13 
and  December  13, 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Tlie  meeting  will  be  held  in 
Room  800,  8th  Floor  of  the  Hubert  H. 
Humphrey  Building,  200  Independence 
Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20201. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  John 
Lanigan,  Acting  Executive  Director, 
Practicing  Physicians  Advisory  Council, 
Room  425-H,  Hubert  H.  Humphrey 
Building,  200  Independence  Avenue 
SW.,  Washington,  DC  20201,  (202)  690- 
7874. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Secretary  of  the  Department  of  Health 
and  Human  Services  is  mandated  by 
section  1868  of  the  Social  Security  Act 
as  added  by  section  4112  of  the 
Omnibus  Budget  Reconciliation  Act  of 
1990,  Public  I^w  101-508,  enacted  on 
November  5, 1990,  to  appoint  a 
Practicing  Physicians  Advisory  Council 
(the  Council)  based  on  nominations 
submitted  by  medical  organizations 
representing  physicians.  The  Council 
meets  quarterly  to  discuss  certain 
proposed  changes  in  regulations  and 
carrier  manual  instructions  related  to 
physicians’  services  identiHed  by  the 
Secretary.  To  the  extent  feasible  ancf 
consistent  with  statutory  deadlines,  the 
consultation  must  occur  before 


publication  of  the  proposed  changes. 

The  Council  submits  an  annual  report 
on  its  recommendations  to  the  Sec^tary 
and  to  the  Administrator  of  the  Health 
Care  Financing  Administration  (HCFA) 
not  later  than  December  31st  of  each 
year. 

The  Council  consists  of  15  physicians, 
each  of  whom  has  submitted  at  least  250 
claims  for  physicians*  services  under 
Medicare  in  the  previous  year.  Members 
of  the  Advisory  Council  include  both 
participating  and  nonparticipating 
physicians,  and  physicians  practicing  in 
rural  and  underserved  urban  areas.  At 
least  11  members  must  be  doctors  of 
medicine  or  osteopathy  authorized  to 
practice  medicine  and  surgery  by  the 
States  in  which  they  practice.  Members 
have  been  invited  to  serve  for 
overlapping  4-year  terms.  In  accordance 
with  section  14  of  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act,  terms  of  more  than  2 
years  are  contingent  upon  the  renewal 
of  the  Advisory  Council  by  appropriate 
action  before  the  end  of  the  2-year  term. 

The  current  members  are:  Gary  C. 
Dennis,  M.D.,  Harvey  P.  Hanlen,  O.D., 
Kenneth  D.  Hansen,  M.D.,  Isabel  V. 
Hoverman,  M.D.,  Ramon  L.  Jimenez, 
M.D.,  Jerilynn  S.  Kaibel,  D.C..  William 
D.  Kirsch,  D.O..  Marie  G.  Kufhier,  M.D., 
David  L.  Massanari,  M.D.,  Kenton  K. 
Moss,  M.D.,  Susan  W.  Owens,  M.D., 
Isadore  Rosenfeld,  M.D.,  Richard  B. 
Tompkins,  M.D..  James  C.  Waites,  M.D., 
and  Gary  L.  Yordy,  M.D.  The 
chairperson  is  Richard  B.  Tompkins, 
M.D. 

The  Gouncil  will  discuss  and  make 
recommendations  on  the  Health  Care 
Quality  Improvement  Initiative  and  the 
use  of  pattern  analysis  in  place  of  case 
review  to  monitor  and  improve  the 
quality  of  care  furnished  to  Medicare 
beneficiaries. 

The  Council  will  discuss  the  status  of 
the  review  of  care  furnished  in 
ambulatory  settings  such  as  physician 
oflices. 

Additionally,  the  Council  will  review 
the  1993-1994  HCFA  initiative  to 
examine  and  reduce  the  burden  of  the 
Peer  Review  Organization’s  review 
requirements  on  physicians  and 
hospitals  (for  example,  the  attestation 
requirements)  and  make 
recommendations. 

Those  individuals  or  organizations 
that  wish  to  make  10-minute  oral 
presentations  on  the  above  issues  must 
contact  the  Acting  Executive  Director  to 
be  scheduled.  For  the  name,  address, 
and  telephone  number  of  the  Acting 
Executive  Director,  see  the  FOR  FURTHER 
INFORMATION  CONTACT  section  at  the 
beginning  of  this  notice.  A  written  copy 
of  the  oral  remarks  must  be  presented  to 
the  Acting  Executive  Director  at  the 


time  of  the  presentation.  Anyone  who  is 
not  scheduled  to  speak  may  submit 
written  comments  to  the  Acting 
Executive  Director.  'The  meeting  is  open 
to  the  public  but  attendance  is  limited 
to  the  space  available  on  a  hrst-come 
basis. 

Authority:  Section  1868  of  the  Social 
Security  Act  (42  U.S.Q  1395ee)  and  section 
10(a)  of  Public  Law  92-463  (5  U.S.C  App.  2. 
section  10(a)). 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  13.714,  Medicare — Hospital 
Insurance  Program;  and  No.  13.774, 
Medicare — Supplementary  Medical 
Insurance  Pro^m) 

Dated:  May  17, 1993. 

William  Toby,  )r.. 

Acting  Deputy  Administrator,  Health  Jare 
Financing  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  93-12307  Filed  5-20-93;  1:13  pm) 
BtLUNQ  CODE  4120-01-P 


Indian  Health  Service 

Adolescent  Health  Centers  for 
American  Indians/Alaska  Natives 

AGENCY:  Indian  Health  Service,  HHS. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  competitive  grant 
applications  for  adolescent  health 
centers  for  American  Indians/Alaska 
Natives. 

SUMMARY:  The  Indian  Health  Service 
(IHS)  announces  that  competitive  grant 
applications  are  now  being  accepted  for 
the  establishment  of  Adolescent  Health 
(Centers  for  American  Indians/Alaska 
Natives.  These  grants  are  established 
under  the  authority  of  Indian  Health 
Amendment  of  1992,  Public  Law  102- 
573,  section  216.  There  will  be  only  one 
funding  cycle  during  Fiscal  year  1993. 
This  program  is  described  at  93.228  in 
the  (Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic 
Assistance.  These  grants  will  be 
awarded  in  accordance  with  applicable 
0MB  Circulars  and  grant  administrative 
requirements.  Executive  Order  12372 
requiring  intergovernmental  review  is 
not  applicable  to  this  program.  This 
program  is  not  subject  to  the  Public 
Health  System  Reporting  Requirements. 

The  Public  Health  Service  (PHS)  is 
committed  to  achieving  the  health 
promotion  and  disease  prevention 
objectives  of  Healthy  People  2000,  a 
PHS-led  activity  for  setting  priority 
areas. 

Potential  applicants  may  obtain  a 
copy  of  Healthy  People  2000  (Full 
Report;  Stock  No.  017-001-00474-0)  or 
Healthy  People  2000  (Summary  Report: 
Stock  No.  017-001-00473-1)  through 
the  Superintendent  of  Documents, 
Cktvemment  Printing  Office, 
Washington,  EX:  20402-9325 
(Telephone  202-783-3238). 
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DATES:  In  accordance  with  OMB 
Circular  A-102.  (kants  and  Cooperative 
Agreements  for  State  and  Local 
Governments,  interested  parties  are 
invited  to  comment  on  the  proposed 
funding  emphases.  This  comment 
period  is  30  days;  written  comments 
received  by  )une  23. 1993  will  be 
considered  befwe  the  final  funding 
emphases  are  established.  No  funds  will 
be  allocated  or  selections  made  until  a 
final  notice  is  published  stating  what 
funding  emphases  will  be  applied. 
Written  comments  on  the  proposed 
funding  emphases  should  be  addressed 
to:  Dr.  Jerry  Lyle,  Maternal-Child  Health 
Section,  Indian  Health  Service,  room 
6A-54,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville, 
Maryland  20857,  (301)  443-1948.  All 
comments  received  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  and  copying  at  the 
Office  of  Health  Programs  at  the  above 
address,  weekdays  (Federal  holidays 
excepted)  between  the  hours  of  7:30 
a.m.  and  4:30  p.m.,  Easter  Standard 
Time,  beginning  approximately  2  weeks 
after  publication  of  this  notice. 

An  original  and  two  (2)  copies  of  the 
completed  grant  application  must  be 
submitted,  with  all  required  documents, 
to  the  Grants  Management  Branch, 
Division  of  Acquisition  and  Grants 
Operations,  Twinbrook  Metro  Plaza, 
Suite  300, 12300  Twinbrook  Parkway. 
Rockville,  Maryland  20852,  by  c.o.b. 

July  2. 1993. 

Applications  shall  be  considered  as 
meeting  the  deadline  if  they  are  either: 
(1)  Received  on  or  before  the  deadline 
with  hand  carried  applications  received 
by  c.o.b.  5  p.m.  or  (2)  postmarked  on  or 
before  the  deadline  date  and  received  in 
time  to  be  reviewed  along  with  all  other 
timely  applications.  A  l^bly  dated 
receipt  from  a  commerdd  carrier  or  the 
IJ.S.  Postal  Service  will  be  accepted  in 
lieu  of  a  postmark.  Private  metered 
oostmarks  will  not  be  accepted  as  proof 
of  timely  mailing. 

Applications  received  after  the 
announced  closing  date  will  be  returned 
to  the  applicant  and  will  not  be 
consider^  for  funding. 

ADOmONAL  DATES: 

A.  Application  Receipt  Date:  July  2, 
1993. 

B.  Application  Review:  July  26-27, 

1993. 

C.  Applications  Notified  of  Results 
(approved,  approved  unfunded,  or 
disapproved):  August  27, 1993. 

D.  Anticipated  Start  Date:  ^ptember  1, 
1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  For 
program  information,  contact  Dr.  Jerry 
Lyle,  Maternal-Child  Health  Section, 
Indian  Health  Service,  room  6A-54 
5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Maryland 


20857,  (301)  443-1948.  For  grants 
information,  contact  Mrs.  M.  Kay 
Carpentier,  Grants  Management  Officer, 
Grants  Management  Branch,  Division  of 
Acqriisition  and  Grants  Operations, 
Indian  Health  Service,  Twinbrook  Metro 
Plaza  Suite  300, 12300  Twinbrook 
Parkway,  Rockville,  Maryland  20852, 
(301)  443-5204.  (the  telephone  numbers 
are  not  toll-fiee  numbers.) 
SUPPLEMENTARY  MFORMAT10N:  This 
announcement  provides  information  on 
the  general  program  purpose,  eligibility, 
programmatic  objectives,  program 
evaluation,  required  afiiliation,  funding 
availability,  and  application  procedures 
for  fiscal  year  1993. 

General  Program  Purpose 

To  establish  innovative  school  related 
and  community  based  adolescent  health 
centers,  capable  of  providing  health 
promotion  and  disease  prevention 
services  to  adolescents.  Under  this 
program,  funding  cannot  be  used  to 
provide  services  described  in  section 
209(m)  of  Public  Law  102-573.  . 

Eligible  Applicants 

Any  federally  recognized  Indian 
Tribe,  Indian  tribal  organization,  or 
Federally  recc^nized  urban  Indian 
organization  is  eligible  to  apply  for  a 
grant.  However  those  tribes  or  tribal 
organizations  which  have  previously 
received  grants  to  fund  IHS  Adolescent 
Health  Centers  may  not  reapply.  To 
provide  geographic  equity  applicants 
fixim  witJhin  the  following  IHS  Areas 
will  be  given  priority:  Ab^een  IHS, 
Alaska  Native  Health  Service,  Billings 
IHS,  California  IHS,  Navajo  IHS,  and 
Office  of  Health  Programs  &  Research 
Development. 

Program  Objectives 

Applicants  must  address  all  three 
specific  objectives  stated  below  as  they 
relate  to  health  problems  of  Indian 
adolescents  (approximate  ages  12 
through  19  years  old)  through  the 
provision  of  school  related  and 
community  based  demonstration 
projects. 

1.  To  provide  Indian  adolescents  with 
outreach  programs  of  preventive 
education  and  counselling  related 
to 

(a)  accident  prevention; 

(b)  sexually  transmitted  diseases; 

(c)  acquired  immune  deficiency 
syndrome  (AIDS); 

(d)  suicide; 

(e)  violence; 

(f)  substance  use  including  tobacco, 
alcohol,  other  chemicals,  and  drugs; 
and 

(g)  fetal  alcohol  syndron>e. 


2.  To  provide  Indian  adolescents  with 

outreach  programs  of  health 
promotion  education  and 
counselling  in 

(a)  teenage  pregnancy; 

(b)  mental  health; 

(c)  nutrition; 

(d)  physical  fitness; 

(e)  healthy  behaviors  and  promotion 
of  wellness; 

(f)  recreational  therapy  activities  that 
enhance  self-esteem,  self- 
sufficiency  and  team  building  and 
teach  constructive  use  of  leisure 
time;  and 

(g)  preparation  for  adult  role 
responsibilities,  including 
parenting  responsibilities. 

3.  To  ensure  that  Indian  adolescents 

have  access  to  age  group  and 
culture  appropriate  health  care, 
particularly  in  the  areas  of  special 
concern  in  adolescence  including 
pregnancy,  infant  care,  infectious 
diseases,  immunizations,  mental 
health,  and  tobacco,  alcohol,  and 
substance  abuse.  Programs  should 
insure  that  adolescent 
immunizations  are  monitored  for 
compliance  with  recommended 
schedules. 

Factors  for  Consideration  in  Preparing 
the  Application 

1.  Projects  should  be  school  or 
community  related;  however,  out-of¬ 
school  adolescents  should  also  be 
targeted  for  participation  in  the 
program. 

2.  Projects  should  demonstrate 
coordination  with  other  agencies  and 
organizations  within  and  without  the 
community  who  serve  the  targeted 
population. 

3.  Adolescents,  parents,  and  the 
community  should  be  involved  in 
identifying  needs  and  designing  and 
carrying  out  programs. 

4.  Indian  cultural  aspects  should  be 
considered  in  program  design. 

5.  Projects  should  be  located  at  sites 
where  there  are  concentrations  of 
Indian  adolescents  and  demonstrated 
need  for  adolescent  prevention  and 
health  care  services.  The  program 
should  identify  populations  at  highest 
risk  for  adolescent  health  concerns 
and  demonstrate  that  intervention  is 
targeted  to  risk  reduction. 

Fund  Availability 

Approximately  $450,000  is  available 
for  fiscal  year  1993.  It  is  anticipated  thai 
grant  awards  will  average  approximately 
$50,000  per  year  inclusive  of  direct  and 
indirect  costs.  Up  to  9  adolescent  health 
center  demonstration  projects  will  be 
funded. 
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Period  of  Support 

Projects  will  be  awarded  for  a  term  of 
up  to  three  years,  with  funding  levels 
beyond  the  first  year  based  on  the  fiscal 
year  1993  level,  the  availability  of 
appropriations  in  future  years,  the 
continuing  need  of  IHS  for  the  projects, 
and  satisfactory  performance.  The 
anticipated  start  date  for  approved 
projects  will  be  September  1, 1993. 

Application  Process 

An  IHS  Grant  Application  Kit, 
including  required  form  PHS  5161-1 
(rev.  7/92)  and  narrative  (OMB  No. 
0937-0189),  may  be  obtained  ft-om  the 
Grants  Management  Branch,  Division  of 
Acquisition  and  Grants  Operations, 
Twinbrook  Metro  Plaza,  Suite  300, 

12300  Twinbrook  Parkway,  Rockville, 
Maryland  20852.  Telephone:  (301)  443- 
5204. 

A.  Narrative 

The  narrative  section  of  the 
application  must  include  the  following; 
(1)  need  for  assistance,  (2)  program 
objectives  and  expected  results,  and  (3) 
work  plan.  The  work  plan  section 
should  be  project  specific.  These 
instructions  for  the  preparation  of  the 
narrative  are  to  be  used  in  lieu  of  the 
instructions  on  pages  19-21  of  the  PHS- 
5161-1.  The  narrative  section  should  be 
written  in  a  manner  that  is  clear  to 
outside  reviewers  unfamiliar  with  prior 
related  activities  of  the  applicant.  It 
should  be  well  organized,  succinct,  and 
contain  all  information  necessary  for 
reviewers  to  understand  the  project 
fully.  The  narrative  may  not  exceed  15 
single-spaced  pages  in  length.  (Pages 
must  be  numbered). 

1.  Need  for  Assistance 

(a)  Describe  and  define  the  target 
population  at  the  project  location, 
identify  family  and  community 
involvement  in  the  design  and  conduct 
of  the  project. 

(b)  Describe  the  existing  resources  and 
services  available  within  and  without 
the  community  related  to  the  specific 
services  the  applicant  is  proposing  to 
provide. 

^  (c)  Describe  in  detail  the  needs  of  the 
target  population  and  what  efforts  have 
been  made  in  the  past  to  meet  these 
needs,  if  any. 

(d)  Cite  documentation  supporting 
needs  (any  studies  or  testimonies). 

2.  Program  Objectives  and  Expected 
Results 

(a)  State  concisely  the  objectives  of 
the  project. 

(b)  Describe  briefly  what  the  project 
intends  to  accomplish.  State  time  ^mes 
and  quantity. 


(c)  Identify  the  result,  benefit,  or 
outcome  expected. 

3.  Work  Plan 

(a)  Describe  the  proposed  program  to 
be  offered  and  outline  a  plan  of  action 
including  the  date  that  the  project  will 
begin  to  accept  clients. 

(o)  Describe  the  proposed  program 
operations,  including  any  unique 
features  such  as  Indian  cultural  aspects, 
extraordinary  social  and  community 
involvements,  or  actions  directed  at 
acceptance  of  the  program  among  the 
targeted  population. 

(c)  DescriM  existing  resources 
available  within  and  without  the 
community  that  provide  related  services 
and  the  nature  and  amount  of  their 
cooperation/collaboration/assistance. 
Describe  how  this  program  will 
interface  with  these  available  resources. 

(d)  Describe  methods  for  evaluating 
program  activities,  effectiveness  of 
interventions,  success  in  achieving 
objectives,  the  impact  of  interventions, 
acceptance  among  the  targeted 
population,  and  workload 
accomplishments.  Identify  who  will 
perform  the  evaluation  and  when. 

(e)  Describe  the  system  to  be  used  for 
information  collection  which  will 
support  the  program  evaluation  to 
determine  the  impact  of  the  project.  The 
reporting  system  should  include,  but  is 
not  limited  to,  the  number  and  types  of 
clients  served,  services  ()rovided  and 
costs  associated  with  the  program. 

(f)  The  adolescent  healtn  centers 
should  be  able  to  continue  operation 
after  the  grant  funding  ends.  Discuss 
how  the  project  will  be  continued  by  the 
Indian  organization. 

(g)  Indicate  the  project’s  willingness 
to  share  its  program  experience  with 
IHS  Areas  and  other  tribal 
organizations. 

B.  Key  Personnel  and  Management 
Control 

1.  Provide  biographical  sketch  and 
position  description  for  the  program 
director  and  other  key  personnel  as 
described  on  pages  20-21  of  PHS  5161- 
1. 

2.  Provide  an  organizational  chart  and 
indicate  how  the  project  will  operate 
within  the  organization. 

C.  Budget 

1.  Clearly  itemize  estimated  costs  by 
line  item  on  form  PHS-5161-1  (effective 
date  7/92)  and  provide  specific 
justification.  Any  special  start  up  costs 
should  be  indicated.  Grant  funding  may 
not  be  used  to  supplant  existing  public 
and  private  resources.  Describe  the  type 
and  cost  of  facilities  and  equipment  to 
be  used,  numbers  and  credentials  of 


staff,  numbers  of  patients  to  be  served, 
and  transportation.  Any  equipment 
requirements,  either  general  purpose  of 
specialized,  should  Im  identified. 

2.  Budget  must  include  estimated 
costs  for  the  entire  proposed  project 
period  for  up  to  thr^  years. 

D.  Required  Affiliation 

1.  Resolution  * 

A  resolution  of  support  from  the 
Indian  tribe  to  be  served  by  the  project 
must  accompany  the  application 
submission.  Applications  which 
propose  services  which  will  benefit 
more  than  one  Indian  tribe  must  include 
resolutions  fix)m  all  tribes  to  be  served. 
Applications  by  tribal  organizations  will 
not  require  tribal  resolution(s)  if  the 
tribal  resolution(s)  under  which  they 
operate  would  encompass  the 
application  for  the  grant.  A  statement  of 
such  must  accompany  the  application. 
Applications  by  Federally  recognized 
urtian  Indian  organizations  must 
include  a  resolution  of  support  fi'om  the 
advisory  board  or  board  of  directors. 

2.  Letters  of  Support 

Applicants  must  submit  letter(s)  of 
support  as  appropriate  fi'om:  (1)  The 
local  schools  and  school  boards  where 
Indian  adolescents  are  in  attendance, 
including  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 
schools  and  regional  offices  where 
applicable:  (2)  any  relevant  nonprofit 
community  organizations  involved  with 
the  target  population;  (3)  local  health 
departments  and/or  health  care 
facilities,  including  tribal  or  IHS  service 
units  where  applicable;  (4)  the  IHS  Area 
Director;  and  (5)  any  college  or 
university  health  sciences  programs  that 
are  to  be  involved  in  the  project.  Any 
organizations  that  will  be  affiliated 
should  be  included  in  the  planning  and 
coordination  of  the  project. 

Objective  Review  Process 

Applications  that  meet  eligibility 
requirements,  are  complete,  and 
conform  to  this  program  announcement 
will  be  reviewed  by  a  centralized 
Objective  Review  Committee  (ORC) 
conducted  at  the  IHS  Headquarters  and 
in  accordance  with  IHS  objective  review 
procedures.  The  objective  review 
process  is  a  nationwide  competition  for 
limited  funding  within  the  guidelines 
delineated  under  the  Eligible 
Applications  of  this  announcement.  In 
addition,  assuming  there  are  an 
adequate  number  of  applications,  not 
more  than  one  grant  will  be  awarded 
within  each  IHS  Area.  Priority  will  be 
given  to  qualified  applicants  within  IHS 
Areas  not  previously  having  grant 
recipients  under  this  grant  program.  The 
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ORC  will  be  comprised  to  IHS  or  Tribal 
staff  (50-60%)  and  other  non-IHS 
indi^duals  (50-40%)  with  appropriate 
expertise.  The  ORC  will  review  each 
application  against  established  criteria. 
Based  upon  the  evaluation  criteria,  the 
revieurers  Mrill  assign  a  numerical  score 
to  each  application,  which  vrill  be  used 
in  making  the  final  funding  decision. 

Criteria  for  Evaluation 

Applications  will  be  evaluated  against 
the  following  criteria: 

1.  Need — ^The  demonstration  of 
identified  adolescent  health  problems 
and  risks  in  the  target  population. 

Extent  of  commimity  involvement  and 
commitment.  The  demonstrated 
potential  for  continuity  of  the  project  in 
the  commimity  following  expiration  of 
grant  funding. 

2.  Approaw — (1)  the  soundness  and 
effectiveness  of  the  proposed  project  in 
providing  health  promotion  and  disease 
prevention  services  to  Indian 
adolescents,  with  special  emphasis  on 
the  objectives  and  methodology  portion 
of  the  application,  and  (2)  the 
demonstration  of  evaluation  methods 
incorporated  into  the  design  of  the 
proje^.  Evidence  of  current  or  potential 
cooperation  between  the  applicant  and 
affiliated  organizations.  Evidence  may 
be  in  the  form  of  letters  or  official 
documents. 

3.  Adequacy  of  Management  Controls 
and  Budget — ^The  capability  of  the 
applicant  to  successfully  conduct  the 
project  including  both  technical  and 
business  aspects.  The  soundness  of  the 
applicant’s  budget  in  relation  to  the 
project  work  plan  and  for  assuring 
effective  utilization  of  grant  funds. 
Adequacy  of  faolities  and  equipment 
available  writhin  the  organization  or 
proposed  for  lease  pur^ase  under  the 
project. 

4.  Key  Personnel — Qualifications  and 
adequacy  of  the  staff. 

Results  of  the  Review 

The  results  of  the  Objective  Review 
Committee  are  forwarded  to  the 
Associate  Director,  Office  of  Health 
Programs,  for  final  review  and  approval. 
Applicants  are  notified  of  their 
approval,  approval  without  funds,  or 
disapproval,  by  August  27, 1993.  A 
Notice  of  Grant  Award  will  be  issued 
approximately  ten  (10)  days  prior  to  the 
start  date  of  September  1, 1993. 

Unsuccessful  applicants  are  notified 
in  writing  of  disapproval  not  later  than 
August  27, 1993. 

Reporting 

A.  Proffvss  Beport 

Program  progress  reports  will  be 
submitted  quarterly  with  a  final  report 


for  each  budget  period  to  be  included  in 
the  continuation  application.  A  final 
progress  will  be  due  for  the  final  budget 
period  90  days  after  the  end  of  the 
project  period. 

B.  Financial  Status  Report 
A  final  financial  status  report  will  be 
due  90  days  after  the  end  of  each  budget 
period.  Standard  form  269  will  be  us^ 
for  financial  reporting. 

Grant  Administration  Requirements 

Grants  are  administered  in  accordance 
with  the  following  documents: 

1. 45  CFR  part  92.  Department  of  Health 
and  Human  Services.  Uniform 
Administrative  Requirements  for 
Grants  and  Cooperative  Agreements  to 
State  and  Local  Governments,  or  45 
CFR  part  74.  Administration  of  Grants 
to  Non-profit  recipients. 

2.  Public  Health  Service  Grants  Policy 
Statement,  and 

3.  Appropriate  Cost  Principles:  OMB 
Circular  A-87.  State  and  Local 
Governments,  or  OMB  Circular  A- 
122,  Nonprofit  Organizations. 

Dated:  March  30, 1993. 

Michel  E.  Lincoln, 

Acting  Director. 

(FR  Doc.  93-12189  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am] 
BILUNO  COOK  eteo-w-M 


National  Institutes  of  Health 
National  Institute  of  Aging;  Meetings 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  94—463, 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  Subcommittee 
B  meeting  of  the  Biological  and  Clinical 
Aging  Review  Committee,  and  of 
Subcommittee  A  of  the  Neuroscience, 
Behavior  and  Sociology  of  Aging 
Review  Committee. 

These  meetings  will  be  open  to  the 
public  as  indicated  below  to  discuss 
administrative  details  and  other  issues 
relating  to  committee  activities  as 
indicated  in  the  notice.  Attendance  by 
the  public  will  be  limited  to  space 
available. 

These  meetings  will  be  closed  to  the 
public  as  indicated  below  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  set  forth  in  sections 
552b(c)(4)  and  552b(c){6),  title  5,  U.S.C. 
and  section  10(d)  of  Public  Law  92-463, 
for  the  review,  discussion,  and 
evaluation  of  individual  research  grant 
applications.  These  applications  and  the 
discussions  could  reveal  confidential 
trade  secrets  or  commercial  property 
such  as  patentable  material,  and 
personal  information  concerning 
individuals  associated  with  the 
applications,  the  disclosure  of  which 
would  constitute  a  clearly  unwarranted 
invasion  of  personal  privacy. 


Ms.  June  C.  McCann,  Committee 
Management  Officer.  National  Institute 
on  Aging.  Gateway  Building,  room 
2C218,  National  Institutes  of  Health, 
Bethesda,  Maryland,  20892  (301/496- 
9322),  wiU  provide  summaries  of  the 
meetings  and  rosters  of  the  committee 
members  upon  request. 

Individuals  who  plan  to  attend  and 
need  special  assistance,  such  as  sign 
language  interpretation  or  other 
reasonable  accommodations,  should 
contact  the  Scientific  Review 
Administrator  listed  for  the  meeting,  in 
advance  of  the  meeting. 

Other  information  pertaining  to  the 
meetings  can  be  obtained  from  the 
Scientific  Review  Administrator 
indicated  below: 

Name  of  Subcommittee:  Subcommittee 
B — Biological  and  Clinical  Aging 
Review  Committee 
Scientific  Review  Administrator:  Dr. 
James  Harwood,  Gateway  Building, 
room  2C212,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20892, 
(301)  496-9666 
Dates  of  Meeting:  June  4, 1992 
Place  of  Meeting:  Telephone 
Conference.  Gateway  Building,  room 
2C212,  7201  Wisconsin  Ave., 
Bethesda,  Maryland  20892 
Open:  June  4 — 2  to  2:30  p.m. 

Closed:  June  4 — 2:30  to  adjournment 
Name  of  Subcommittee:  Subcommittee 
A — Neuroscience,  Behavior  and 
Sociology  of  Aging  Review  Committee 
Scientific  Review  Administrator:  Dr. 
Maria  Mannarino,  Dr.  Louise  Hsu, 
Gateway  Building,  room  2C212, 
National  Institutes  of  Health, 
Bethesda,  Maryland  20892,  (301)  496- 
9666 

Dates  of  Meeting:  June  15-17, 1993 
Place  of  Meeting:  Marriott  Residence 
Inn,  7335  Wisconsin  Ave.,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20814 

Open:  June  15 — 7:30  p.m.  to  8  p.m. 
CJosed:  June  15 — 8  p.m.  to  adjournment 
on  June  17. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  93.866,  aging  Research,  National 
Institutes  of  Health) 

Dated:  May  19. 1993. 

Susan  K.  Feldman, 

Committee  Management  Officer,  NIH. 

|FR  Doc.  93-12233  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am) 
BILLINa  CODE 


National  Institute  of  Allergy  and 
Infectious  Diseases;  Meeting  of 
Allergy,  Immunology,  and 
Transplantation  Research  Committee 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92—463, 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of 
the  Allergy,  Immunology,  and 
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Transplantatioii  Research  Committee  on 
June  23, 1993,  at  the  Chevy  Chase 
Holiday  Inn,  5520  Wisconsin  Avenue, 
Chevy  Chase,  Ma^land  20815. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
poUic  h(Hn  8  ajn.  to  8:50  a.ni.  on  June 
23,  to  discuss  administn^ive  details 
relating  to  committee  Imsiness  and  fcH* 
program  review.  Attendance  by  the 
public  will  be  limited  to  space  available. 
In  accordance  with  the  provisians  set 
forth  in  sections  552b(c)(4)  and  ' 
55^(cM6X  title  5,  U.S.C.  and  section 
10(d)  of  Public  Law  92-463,  the  meeting 
will  be  ckxmd  to  the  puhHc  for  the 
review,  discussion,  and  evaluation  of 
individual  grant  applications  and 
contract  proposals  bom  8:50  a.m.  until 
adjournment  on  June  23.  These 
applications,  proposals,  and  the 
discussions  could  reveal  conhdentisl 
trade  secrets  or  commercial  property 
such  as  patentable  material  and 
personal  information  concerning 
individuals  associated  with  the 
applications  and  proposals,  the 
disclosure  of  whkdi  would  constitute  a 
clearly  unwarranted  invasion  of 
personal  priva^. 

Ms.  Clmdia  Goad,  Committee 
Management  OfHcer,  National  Institute 
of  Allergy  and  Infectious  Diseases,  Solar 
Building,  room  4C02.  National  Institutes 
of  Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20892, 
301-496-7601,  will  provide  a  summary 
of  the  meeting  and  a  roster  of  committee 
members  upon  request.  Individuals  who 
plan  to  attend  and  need  spedat 
assistance,  such  as  sign  language 
interpretation  or  other  reasonable 
accommodations,  should  contact  Ms. 
Goad  in  advance  of  the  meeting. 

Dr.  Mark  L.  Rohrbaugh,  Scientific 
Review  Administrator,  Allergy, 
Immuncdogy  and  Transplantation 
Research  Committee,  NIAID,  NIH,  Solar 
Building,  room  4C22.  Bethesda, 
Marylai^  20892,  tde^ona  301-496- 
8424,  will  provide  substantive  program 
information. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  93.855,  Immunology,  Allergic 
and  Immunologic  Diseases  Research. 
National  Institutes  of  Health) 

Dated:  May  19, 1993. 

Susan  K.  Feldman, 

Committee  Management  Officer,  NIH. 

[FR  Doc.  93-12237  Fded  5-19-93;  8:45  am) 
BH.UMG  COOS  SMS-aV-M 


Natlonat  Institute  on  Deafness  and 
Other  Communication  Disorders; 
Meeting  of  the  Communication 
Disorders  Review  Committee 

Pursuant  to  Pubhc  Law  92—463, 
notice  is  ber^iy  given  of  a  meeting  of 
the  Communication  Disorders  Review 


Connnittee  on  June  14, 1993.  The 
Committee  will  meet  et  the  Hyatt 
Regency-Bethesda,  One  Bethesda  Metro 
Orator,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20814. 
Notice  oi  the  meting  room  will  be 
posted  in  the  hotel  lobby. 

The  Committee  meeting  will  be  open 
to  the  putdic  from  8  sjr.  until 
approximately  8:30  s.m.  to  discuss 
administrative  details  relating  to 
Committee  businms.  Attendimce  by  the 
public  will  be  limited  to  space  available. 

The  meetup  of  the  Con^ittee  will  be 
closed  to  the  puldic  from  approximately 
8:30  a.m.  until  adjournment  in 
accordance  with  provisions  set  forth  in 
sections  552b(c)(4)  and  552b(c)(6),  title 
5  U.S.C  and  sectioD  10(d)  of  Public  Law 
92—463,  for  the  review,  discussion,  and 
evaluation  oi  individual  grant 
applications.  These  deUbwalions  could 
reveal  confidential  trade  secrets  or 
commercial  poperty,  such  as  petentable 
material,  and  personal  information 
concerning  individuals  associated  with 
the  applications,  disclosure  of  which 
would  constitute  a  cleaaly  onwarranted 
invasion  of  persorral  privacy. 

Further  information  omceming  the 
Committee  meeting  may  be  obtained 
from  Dr.  Craig  A.  Jordan.  Scientific 
Review  Administrator,  National 
Institute  on  Deafness  and  Other 
Communication  Disorders,  room  400B, 
Executive  Plaza  Sooth,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20892,  301-496-6683.  For 
individoals  who  plan  to  attend  and 
need  special  assistance  such  as  sign 
language  interpretation  or  other 
reasonable  accommodations,  please 
contact  Dr.  Jordan  two  weeks  prior  to 
the  meeting. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistaace 
Program  No.  93.173  Biological  Research 
Related  to  Deafness  and  Other 
Communication  Disorders) 

Dated:  May  10, 1993. 

Susan  K.  Feldman, 

Committee  Management  Officer,  NIH. 

(FR  Doc.  93-12240  Filed  5-2V-03;  8^45  am) 
BaXMO  CODE  4i4a>a*-«s 


National  Institute  of  Dental  Research; 
Meeting  of  NIOR  Board  of  Scientific 
Counseiors 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92r-463, 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  a  sMeting  of 
the  Boerd  of  Scientific  Counselors, 
National  Institute  of  Dental  Research 
(NIDR),  on  June  10-11, 1993,  in  the  H. 
Trendley  Dean  Conference  Room. 
Building  30,  National  knstitutes  of 
Health,  Bethesda.  MarylssKL  The 
meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public  bom 
8:30  a.m.  to  recess  on  June  10  and  from 
8:30  a.m.  to  noon  on  June  11. 


Attendanoe  by  the  public  will  be  Kmited 
to  space  availablei. 

In  aocordwice  with  the  provisione  set 
forth  in  section  552l>(cM6).  title  5. 
and  section  lOfd)  of  Public  Lew  92-463, 
the  meeting  will  be  dosed  to  the  public 
fiom  noon  until  adjournment  on  June  11 
for  the  review,  discussion,  and 
evaluation  of  individual  programs  and 
projects  conducted  by  the  NTOR, 
including  conrideration  of  perstmnd 
qualifications  and  performance,  the 
competence  of  individual  investigators, 
and  similar  ftems,  the  disclosure  of 
which  would  constitute  a  clearly 
unwarranted  invasion  of  personal 
privar^. 

Dr.  Mephan  Meigenhagen,  Acting 
Director  fA  Intramural  Research.  NIDR. 
NIH,  Building  30,  room  132,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20892  (tdephone  301-496- 
1483)  will  provide  a  summery  of  the 
meeting,  roster  of  committee  members 
and  substantive  program  information. 
Individuals  who  plan  to  attend  and 
need  sp)edal  assistance,  such  as  sign 
language  interpretation  or  other 
reason^le  accommodations,  should 
contact  the  intramural  Research  Office 
listed  above  in  advance  of  the  meeting. 

Dated;  May  19. 1993. 

Susan  K.  Feldman, 

CommiUem  Management  Officer,  NIH. 

(FR  Doc.  93-12232  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  CCC«  414a-0«-« 


National  instituta  of  Dental  Raaearch; 
Meeting  of  National  Inatituta  of  Dental 
Resaarclt  (NIDR)  Spacial  Granta 
Review  Comadttee 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463, 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of 
the  NIDR  Special  Grants  Review 
Committee.  National  Institute  of  Dental 
Research,  June  17-18. 1993,  at  the 
Embassy  Suites.  4300  Military  Road. 
Washington,  DC  20015.  The  meeting 
will  be  open  to  the  public  fttim  8:30  to 
9  a.m.  on  June  17  for  general 
discussions.  Attendance  by  the  pubHc  is 
limited  to  space  available.  Individuals 
who  plan  to  attend  and  need  special 
assistance,  such  as  sign  language 
interpretation  or  othOT  reesonabte 
accommodations,  should  contact  Dr. 
William  Gartland  (301/594-7632)  in 
advance  of  the  meeting. 

In  accordance  vrith  provisions  set 
forth  in  sections  552b(c)(4}  and 
552b(c)(6),  title  5,  U.&C.  and  section 
10(d)  of  F^Hc  Lew  02-463.  the  meeting 
will  be  closed  to  the  public  on  June  17 
fiom  9  a.m.  to  recess,  and  on  June  18 
from  9  a.m.  to  adjournment  ior  the 
review,  discussion  and  evahiarion  of 
individual  grant  applications.  The 
applications  and  tne  discussions  could 


29836 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  58,  No.  98  /  Monday,  May  24,  1993  /  Notices 


reveal  confidential  trade  secrets  or 
commercial  property,  such  as  patentable 
material,  and  personal  information 
concerning  individuals  associated  with 
the  applications,  the  disclosure  of 
which  would  constitute  a  clearly 
unwarranted  invasion  of  personal 
privacy. 

Dr.  William  Gaitland,  Scientific 
Review  Administrator,  NIDR  Special 
Grants  Review  Committee,  NIH, 
Westwood  Building,  Room  519, 
Bethesda  MD  20892,  (telephone  301/ 
594*7632)  will  provide  a  summary  of 
the  meeting,  roster  of  committee 
members  and  substantive  program 
information  upon  request. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Na  93.121,  Dental  Research 
Institute;  National  Institutes  of  Health) 

Dated:  May  19, 1993. 

Susan  K.  Feldman, 

Committee  Management  Officer,  NIH. 

(FR  Doc  93-12238  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am] 
WUJNG  CODE  4140-01-M 


National  Heart,  Lung,  and  Blood 
Inatltuta;  Meeting  of  the  Clinical  Trials 
Review  Committee 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92—463, 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of 
the  Clinical  Trials  Review  Committee, 
National  Heart,  Lung,  and  Blood 
Institute,  June  27-30, 1993,  Hyatt 
Regency  ^thesda.  One  Bethesda  Metro 
Center,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20814. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public  on  June  27,  firom  7  p.m.  to 
approximately  7:30  p.m.  to  discuss 
administrative  details  and  to  hear  a 
report  concerning  the  current  status  of 
the  National  Heart,  Lung,  and  Blood 
Institute.  Attendance  by  the  public  is 
limited  to  space  available. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  set 
forth  in  sections  552b(c)(4)  and 
552b(c)(6),  title  5,  U.S.C.,  and  section 
10(d)  of  I^blicLaw  92-463,  the  meeting 
will  be  closed  to  the  public  on  June  27 
from  approximately  7:30  p.m.  to 
adjournment  on  June  30,  for  the  review, 
discussion  and  evaluation  of  individual 
grant  applications.  These  applications 
and  the  discussions  could  reveal 
confidential  trade  secrets  or  commercial 
property  such  as  patentable  material, 
and  personal  information  concerning 
individuals  associated  with  the 
applications,  the  disclosxire  of  which 
would  constitute  a  clearly  unwarranted 
invasion  of  personal  privacy. 

Ms.  Terry  Long.  Chief, 
Communications  and  Public 
Information  Branch,  National  Heart. 
Lung,  and  Blood  Institute,  Building  31, 
room  4A-21,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Bethesda.  Maryland  20892, 


(301)  496-4236,  will  provide  a  summary 
of  the  meeting  and  a  roster  of  the 
Committee  members. 

Individuals  who  plan  to  attend  and 
need  special  assistance,  such  as  sign 
language  interpretations  or  other 
reasonable  accommodations,  should 
contact  the  Scientific  Review 
Administrator  in  advance  of  the 
meeting. 

Dr.  David  M.  Monsees,  Jr.,  Scientific 
Review  Administrator.  Clinical  Trials 
Review  Committee,  Division  of 
Extramural  Afiairs,  National  Heart. 

Liing,  and  Blood  Institute,  Westwood 
Building,  room  550B.  Bethesda. 
Maryland  20892,  (301)  594-7450,  will 
furnish  substantive  program 
information. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  93.837,  Heart  and  Vascular 
Diseases  Research;  93.838,  Lung  Diseases 
Research;  93.839,  Blood  Diseases  and 
Resources  Research,  National  Institutes  of 
Health) 

Dated:  May  19, 1993. 

Susan  K.  Feldman, 

Committee  Management  Officer,  NIH. 

[FR  Doc.  93-12234  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am] 
BIUJNQ  CODE  4140-01-41 

National  Heart,  Lung,  and  Blood 
Inatitute;  Meeting  of  Heart,  Lung,  and 
Blood  Research  Review  Committee  B 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463, 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of 
the  Heart,  Lung,  and  Blood  Research 
Review  Committee  B,  National  Heart. 
Lung,  and  Blood  Institute.  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  on  June  24-25, 1993 
in  Building  31,  Conference  Room  7, 

9000  Rockville  Pike,  Bethesda, 

Maryland  20892. 

This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public  on  June  24,  from  8  a.m.  to 
approximately  9  a.m.  to  discuss 
administrative  details  and  to  hear 
reports  concerning  the  current  status  of 
the  National  Heart.  Lung,  and  Blood 
Institute.  Attendance  by  the  public  will 
be  limited  to  space  available. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  set 
forth  in  sections  552b(c)(4)  and 
552b(c)(6),  title  5,  U.S.C.'  and  section 
10(d)  of  I^blic  Law  92-463,  the  meeting 
will  be  closed  to  the  public  from 
approximately  9  a.m.  on  June  24  to 
adjournment  on  June  25  for  the  review, 
discussion,  and  evaluation  of  individual 
grant  applications.  These  applications 
and  the  discussions  could  reveal 
confidential  trade  secrets  or  commercial 
property  such  as  patentable  material, 
and  personal  information  concerning 
individuals  associated  with  the 
applications,  the  disclosure  of  which 


would  constitute  a  clearly  unwarranted 
invasion  of  personal  privacy. 

Ms.  Terry  Long.  Chief. 
Communications  and  Public 
Information  Branch,  National  Heart, 
Lung,  and  Blood  Institute,  Building  31, 
room  4A21,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Bethesda.  Maryland  20892, 

(301)  496—4236  will  provide  a  summary 
of  the  meeting  and  a  roster  of  the 
committee  members. 

Individuals  who  plan  to  attend  and 
need  special  assistance,  such  as  sign 
language  interpretation  or  other 
reasonable  accommodations,  should 
contact  the  Scientific  Review 
Administrator  in  advance  of  the 
meeting. 

Dr.  Jeffrey  H.  Hurst,  Scientific  Review 
Administrator,  Heart,  Lung,  and  Blood 
Research  Review  Committee  B. 
Westwood  Building,  Room  555, 

National  Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20892,  (301)  594-7418,  will 
furnish  substantive  program 
information. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  93.837,  Heart  and  Vascular 
Diseases  Research;  93.838,  Lung  Diseases 
Research,  National  Institutes  of  Health) 

Dated:  May  19, 1993. 

Susan  K.  Feldman, 

Committee  Management  Officer,  NIH. 

IFR  Doc.  93-12235  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  ami 
WLUNO  CODE  4140-01-H 

National  Heart,  Lung,  and  Blood 
Institute;  Meeting  of  Heart,  Lung,  and 
Blood  Research  Review  Committee  A 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92—463, 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of 
the  Heart,  Lung,  and  Blood  Research 
Review  Committee  A,  National  Heart. 
Lung,  and  Blood  Institute,  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  on  June  24  and  25, 
1993,  in  Building  31,  Conference  Room 
6,  9000  Rockville  Pike,  Bethesda, 
Maiyland  20892. 

This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public  on  June  24,  from  8  a.m.  to 
approximately  9  a.m.,  to  discuss 
administrative  details  and  to  hear 
reports  concerning  the  current  status  of 
the  National  Heart,  Lung,  and  Blood 
Institute.  Attendance  by  the  public  will 
be  limited  to  space  available. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  set 
forth  in  sections  552b(c)(4)  and 
552b(c)(6),  title  5,  U.S.C,  and  section 
10(d)  of  F^blic  Law  92-463,  the  meeting 
will  be  closed  to  the  public  on  June  24, 
from  approximately  9  a.m.  until  recess, 
and  from  9  a.m.  until  adjournment  on 
June  25.  for  the  review,  discussion,  and 
evaluation  of  individual  grant 
applications.  These  applications  and  the 
discussions  could  reveal  confidential 
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trade  secrets  or  commercial  property 
such  as  patentable  material,  and 
personal  information  concerning 
individuals  associated  with  the 
applications,  the  disclosure  of  which 
would  constitute  a  clearly  unwarranted 
invasion  of  personal  privacy. 

Ms.  Terry  Long,  Qiief, 
Communications  and  Public 
Information  Branch.  National  Heart. 
Lung,  and  Blood  Institute.  Building  31. 
room  4A-21.  National  Institutes  of 
Health.  Bethesda.  Maryland  20892,  301- 
496—4236,  will  provide  a  summary  of 
the  meeting  and  a  roster  of  the 
committee  members. 

Individuals  who  plan  to  attend  and 
need  speciai  assistance,  such  as  sign 
langu^e  interpretation  or  other 
reasonable  accommodations,  should 
contact  the  Scientific  Review 
Administrator  in  advance  of  the 
meeting. 

Dr.  £)eborah  P.  Beebe,  Scientific 
Review  Administrator  (Acting),  Heart, 
Lung,  and  Blood  Research  Review 
Committee  A,  Westwood  Building,  room 
555,  National  Institutes  of  Health, 
Bethesda,  Maryland  20892,  301-594- 
7418,  win  furnish  substantive  program 
information. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  93.837,  Heart  and  Vascular 
Diseases  Research;  93.838,  Lung  Diseases 
Research;  National  Institutes  of  Health) 

Dated;  May  19, 1993. 

Susan  K.  Feldman, 

Committee  Management  Officer,  NIH. 

[FR  Doc.  93-12236  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  4140-41-M 


National  Center  for  Research 
Resources;  Meetings 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463, 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  meetings  of 
the  National  Center  for  Research 
Resources  (NCKR)  for  June  1993.  These 
meetings  will  be  open  to  the  public  to 
discuss  program  planning,  program 
accomplishments  and  special  reports  or 
other  issues  relating  to  committee 
•business  as  indicate  in  the  notice. 

The  Council  meeting  will  be  open  to 
the  public,  as  indicated  below,  during 
which  time  there  will  be  discussions  on 
administrative  matters  such  as  previous 
meeting  minutes;  the  report  of  the 
Director.  NCRR;  and  review  of  budget 
and  legislative  updates.  Attendance  by 
the  public  will  be  limited  to  space 
available. 

These  meetings  wilt  be  closed  to  the 
public  as  indicated  below  in  accordance 
with  provisions  set  forth  in  sections 
552b(c)(4)  and  552b(c)(6),  title  5,  U.S.C. 
and  section  10(d)  of  Public  Law  92—463, 
for  the  review,  discussion  and 


evaluation  of  individual  grant 
applications.  These  applications  and  the 
discussions  could  reveal  confidential 
trade  secrets  or  commercial  property 
such  as  patent^le  material,  and 
personal  inform^on  concemiiig 
individuals  associated  with  the 
applications,  the  disclo.sure  of  which 
would  constitute  a  clearly  unwarranted 
invasion  of  personal  privacy. 

Ms.  Maureen  My  lander.  Information 
Officer,  NC3m,  Westwood  Building, 
room  10A15.  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20892, 

(301)  594-7938,  vrill  provide  summaries 
of  meetings  and  rosters  of  committee 
members.  Other  information  pertaining 
to  the  meetings  can  be  obtain^  fiom  the 
Executive  Secretary  or  the  Scientific 
Review  Administrator  indicated. 
Individuals  who  plan  to  attend  and 
need  special  assistance,  such  as  sign 
language  interpretation  or  other 
reasonable  accommodatitms,  should 
contact  the  Executive  Secretary  or  the 
Scientific  Review  Administrator  listed 
below,  in  advance  of  the  meeting. 

Name  of  Committee:  National  Advisory 
Research  Resources  Council. 

Date  of  Meeting  June  10-11. 1993. 

Place  of  Meeting:  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  9000  Rockville  Pike,  Conference 
Room  10,  Building  31C.  Bethesda,  Mainland 
20892. 

Open:  June  10,  9  a.m.  nnlil  recess. 

Closed:  June  11,  8  a.m.  until  lOajn. 

Open:  June  11. 10  aja.  until  adiouminent. 

Name  of  Committee:  The  Planning  and 
Agenda  Subcommittee  of  the  National 
Advisory  Research  Resources  Council. 

Place  of  Meeting:  National  Institutes  of 
Health.  9000  Rockville  Pike.  Conference 
Room  3B41,  Building  31B,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20892. 

Open.- June  10, 12  noon-l:15  p.m. 

Executive  Secretary:  Louise  Rarnm,  Ph.d., 
Biological  Models  and  Materials  Research 
Program,  Natkmal  Centw  for  Research 
Resources,  Westwood  Building,  room  854, 
Bethesda.  MD  20892,  Telephone;  (301)  594- 
7906. 

Nome  of  Committee:  Bioinedica)  Research 
Technok)^  Review  Committee. 

Scientific  Review  Administration:  Dr. 
Chhanda  L  Ganguly,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Westwo^  Building,  room  10A14. 
Bethesda,  Maryland  20892,  Telephone:  (301) 
594-7957. 

Date  of  Meeting:  )une  24-25, 1993. 

Place  of  Meeting:  Holiday  h>n — Bethesda. 
8120  Wis(X«sin  Avenue,  Bethesda,  MD 
20614. 

Open:  )une  24. 8:30  ajaa.-10  a.m. 

Oosed:  June  24. 10  aJB.-Ad)oununent. 

Name  of  Committee:  Research  Centers  hi 
Minority  Institutions  Review  Committee. 

Scientific  Review  Administrator:  Dr.  John 
Lymangrover.  National  Institutes  of  Health. 
Westwood  Building,  room  10A16.  Bethesda. 
Maryland  20892,  Telephone:  (301)  594-7932. 

Date  of  Meeting:  June  29, 1993. 


Piace  of  Meeting:  National  Institutes  of 
Heahh,  9000  Rockville  Pike,  Building  31. 
Conference  Room  8,  Bethesda.  MD  20892. . 

3 Jem  June  29, 8:30  a.m.-10t30  a.m. 

osed:  June  29. 10:30  aan.-Adpumment 
Name  of  Committee:  Comparative 
Medicine  Review  Committee. 

Scientific  Review  Administrator:  Dr. 
Bernadette  Tyree,  National  Institutes  oi 
Health.  Westwood  Building,  room  10A16. 
Bethesda,  MD  20892,  Telephone:  (301)  594- 
7932. 

Date  of  Meeting:  June  13-15, 1993. 

Place  of  Meeting:  Rosslyn  Westpark  Hotel. 
1900  N.  Pott  Drive,  Arhngton,  VA  22209. 
Closed:  June  13, 6:30  p.m.-receta 
Open:  June  14, 6:30  a.m.-lO  a.m. 

Closed:  10  a.m. -until  adjournment. 

Name  of  Committee:  General  Clinical 
Research  Centers  Conunittee. 

Scient^c  Review  Administrator  Or.  Bela  ). 
Gulyas.  National  Institutes  of  Heahh, 
Westwood  Building,  room  10A16,  Bethesda. 
MD  20892,  Telephone:  (301)  594-7903. 

Date  (^Meeting:  June  15-16, 1993. 

Place  of  Meeting:  Hcdiday  Inn.  Crowne 
Plaza,  1750  Rockville  Pike,  Rockville.  MD 
20852. 

Open:  June  15,  8  a.m.-9:30  a.m. 

Closed:  June  15,  9:30  a.m.-until 
adjournment. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Propam  Nos.  93.306,  Laboratory  Animal 
Sciences  and  Primate  Research;  93.333, 
Clinical  Research;  93.337.  Biamedical 
Research  Support;  93.371,  Bionedicsl 
Research  Technology;  93.389,  Research 
Centers  in  Minority  Institutionr,  93.1*98, 
Biological  Models  and  Materials  Research; 
93.167,  Research  PacilRlee  Improvement 
Program;  National  Institutes  of  Health) 
Dated:  May  19, 1993. 

Susan  K.  Feldman, 

Committee  Management  Officer,  NIH. 

(FR  Doc  93-12239  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am) 
BNJJN6  CODE  414e>et-W 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 
[UT-050-4210-05  U-68967] 

Henry  Mountain  Management 
Frameworti  Plan  Amendment,  Utah 

AGENCY:  Bureau  of  Land  Management. 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Plan  Amendment 

SUMMARY:  The  Henry  Mountain 
Management  Framework  Plan  (MFP)  has 
been  amended  to  address  the  following 
lands  as  suitable  for  disposal  to  Wayne 
County: 

Sah  Lake  Meridien 

T.  28  S..  R.  8  E.. 

Section  26,  E'/iNWvei. 

Containing  80  acres  in  Wayne  County. 

This  plan  amendment  would  allow 
the  Henry  Mountain  Resource  Area  to 
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dispose  of  public  lands  to  Wayne 
County  pursuant  to  the  Recreation  and 
Public  Purposes  Act  (R&PP)  as  amended 
for  the  purpose  of  constructing  a 
regional  landfill. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Sheldon  G.  Wimmer,  Henry  Mountain 
Resolute  Area  Manager,  P.O.  Box  99, 
Hanksville,  Utah  84734,  (801)  542-3461. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
action  is  announced  pursuant  to  section 
202(e)  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  of  1976  and  43  CFR 
part  1610.  The  planning  amendment  is 
subject  to  protest  from  any  adversely 
afiected  party  who  participated  in  the 
planning  process.  F^tests  must  be  made 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  43 
CFR  1610.5-2.  Protests  must  be  received 
by  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  18th  and  C  Street  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20240,  within  30  days 
after  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
Notice  of  Availability  for  the  planning 
amendment. 

James  M.  Parker, 

State  Director. 

(FR  Doc.  93-12141  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  4S10-OO-M 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Dockirt  No.  AB-1  (Sub-No.  246X)1 

Chicago  and  North  Western 
Transportation  Co. — Abandonment 
Exemption — in  Milwaukee,  Wl 

AGENCY:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  exemption. 

SUMMARY:  The  Commission  exempts 
fiom  the  prior  approval  requirements  of 
49  U.S.C  10903-10904  the 
abandonment  by  Chicago  and  North 
Western  Transportation  Company 
(CNW)  of  1.1  miles  of  rail  line  between 
milepost  2.54,  near  Lincoln  Avenue, 
and  milepost  3.64,  near  9th  Avenue,  in 
Milwaukee,  Milwaukee  County,  WI, 
subject  to  standard  labor  protective 
conditions. 

DATES:  Provided  no  formal  expression  of 
intent  to  file  an  ofier  of  financial 
assistance  has  been  received,  this 
exemption  will  be  elective  on  June  23, 
1993.  Formal  expressions  of  intent  to 
file  an  ofier  of  financial  assistance ' 
under  49  CFR  1152.27(c)(2)  must  be 
filed  by  June  3, 1993,  petitions  to  stay 
must  be  filed  by  June  8, 1993,  and 
petitions  to  reopen  must  be  filed  by  June 
18, 1993.  Requests  for  a  public  use 

'  See  Exempt,  of  Rail  Abandonment — Offers  of 
Finan.  Assist,  4  I.C.C.2d  164  (1987). 


condition  must  be  filed  by  June  14, 

1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  pleadings  referring  to 
Docket  No.  AB-1  (Sub-No.  246X)  to: 

(1)  Office  of  the  Secretary,  C^ase  Control 
Branch,  Interstate  (Dommerce 
Commission,  Washington,  DC  20423 

and 

(2)  Petitioner’s  representative:  Thomas 
F.  Flanagan,  (Chicago  and  North 
Western  Transportation  Company, 

One  North  Western  Center,  Chicago, 

IL  60606-1551 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Richard  B.  Felder,  (202)  927-5610.  (TDD 
for  hearing  impaired:  (202)  927-5721.) 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Additional  information  is  contained  in 
the  (Commission’s  decision.  To  pmchase 
a  copy  of  the  full  decision,  write  to,  call, 
or  pick  up  in  person  from:  Dynamic 
Concepts,  Inc.,  room  2229,  Interstate 
(Commerce  (Commission  Building, 
Washington,  DC  20423.  Telephone: 

(202)  289-4357/4359.  [Assistance  for 
the  hearing  impaired  is  available 
through  'TDD  services  (202)  927-5721.) 
Decided:  May  12, 1993. 

By  the  Commission,  (Chairman  McDonald, 
Vice  (Chairman  Simmons,  (Commissioners 
Phillips,  Philbin,  and  Walden. 

Sidney  L.  Strickland,  Jr., 

Secretory. 

(FR  Doc.  93-12226  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am] 
BiLUNO  CODE  7036-01-P 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

Targeted  Training  Grants 

AGENCY:  (Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration  (OSHA),  Labor. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  grant  program. 

SUMMARY:  The  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  Administration  (OSHA)  has  a 
grant  program.  Targeted  Training,  which 
awards  funds  to  nonprofit  organizations 
to  address  unmet  needs  for  safety  and 
health  training  and  education  in  the 
workplace.  'This  notice  announces 
Targeted  Training  grant  availability  for 
training  workers  in  the  logging  industry. 
The  grant  availability  applies  to  all 
types  of  logging,  including  pulpwood 
harvesting  and  the  logging  of  saw  logs, 
bolts  and  other  forest  products.  The 
notice  describes  the  scope  of  the  grant 
program  and  provides  information  on 
how  to  obtain  a  grant  application. 
Applications  should  not  be  submitted 
without  first  obtaining  the  detailed  grant 
application  package  mentioned  later  in 
the  notice. 


Authority  for  this  program  may  be 
found  in  section  21(c)  of  the 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Act  of 
1970  (29  U.S.C  670). 

DATES:  Applications  must  be  received 
by  July  9, 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Grant  applications  must  be 
submitted  to  the  OSHA  Office  of 
Training  and  Education,  Division  of 
Training  and  Educational  Programs, 

1555  Times  Drive,  Des  Plaines,  Illinois 
60018. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Ronald  Mouw,  (]hief.  Division  of 
Training  and  Educational  Programs,  or 
Helen  Beall,  Training  Specialist,  Of^e 
of  Training  and  Education, 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Labor,  1555  Times  Drive,  Des  Plaines, 
Illinois  60018,  telephone  (708)  297- 
4810. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

Section  21(c)  of  the  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  Act  provides  for  the 
education  and  training  of  employers  and 
workers  in  the  recognition,  avoidance, 
and  prevention  of  unsafe  or  unhealthful 
working  conditions.  OSHA  has  used  a 
variety  of  approaches  over  the  years  to 
fulfill  its  responsibilities  under  this 
section,  one  of  which  is  the  awarding  of 
grants  to  nonprofit  organizations  to 
provide  training  and  education  to 
workers  and  employers. 

The  Targeted  Training  Program  is 
OSHA’s  current  grant  program  for 
training  and  education  of  workers  and 
employers.  Its  goals  include  educating 
small  businesses,  training  in  new  OSHA 
standards,  and  training  in  areas  of 
special  emphasis  or  recognized  high 
hazard  areas.  Organizations  awarded 
grants  under  this  program  will  be 
expected  to  develop  training  and/or 
educational  programs  that  address  a 
target  named  by  OSHA,  reach  out  to 
workers  and  employers  for  whom  the 
program  is  appropriate,  and  provide 
them  with  the  training  and/or 
educational  program.  Success  is 
measured  by  the  number  of  individuals 
participating  in  the  program  and 
evidence  of  their  increased  ability  to 
recognize  and  abate  hazards  or  to 
comply  with  standards. 

Scope 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to 
announce  the  availability  of  the  funds 
for  grants  that  address  worker  safety  in 
the  logging  industry,  including 
pulpwood  harvesting  and  the  logging  of 
saw  logs,  bolts  and  other  forest 
products.  Training  programs  should  be 
carried  out  in  close  cooperation  with 
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people  in  the  logging  industry.  It  is 
expected  that  training  will  be  conducted 
by  technical  experts  who  are 
knowledgeable  about  safe  work 
practices  and  who  are  responsive  to 
changes  in  safety  equipment  and  to  the 
needs  of  the  logging  workforce. 

Whenever  possible,  training  should  be 
conducted  at  logging  sites.  Grantees  will 
be  expected  to  incorporate  OSHA’s  new 
logging  standards  into  their  training 
when  the  standards  are  issued. 

Among  the  activities  which  may  be 
supported  under  these  grants  are: 
Conducting  training,  conducting  other 
educational  activities  designed  to  reach 
and  inform  workers,  and  developing 
educational  materials  for  use  in  the 
training  and/or  educational  activities. 

Eligible  Applicants 

Any  nonprofit  organization  that  is  not 
an  agency  of  a  State  or  local  government 
is  eligible  to  apply.  However,  State  and 
local  government-supported  institutions 
of  hi^er  education  are  eligible  to  apply 
in  accordance  with  29  CFR  97.4(a)(1). 

Nonsupportable  Activities 

Statutory  and  regulatory  limitations, 
as  well  as  the  objectives  of  the  grant 
program,  prevent  reimbursement  for 
certain  activities  under  these  grants. 
These  limitations  include  the  following. 

1.  Any  activities  inconsistent  with  the 
goals  and  objectives  of  the  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  Act  of  1970. 

2.  Activities  involving  workplaces 
largely  precluded  fiom  enforcement 
action  imder  section  4(b)(1)  of  the 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Act. 

3.  Activities  for  the  benefit  of  State, 
county  or  municipal  employees  unless 
those  employees  are  covered  by  a  State 
Plan  funded  by  OSHA  under  section 
23(g)  of  the  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  Act. 

4.  Production,  publication, 
reproduction  or  use  of  training  and 
educational  materials,  including 
newsletters  and  programs  of  instruction, 
that  have  not  been  approved  by  OSHA. 

5.  Lobbying. 

6.  Jl-aining  and  other  educational 
activities  that  primarily  address  issues 
other  than  recognition,  avoidance,  and 
prevention  of  unsafe  or  imhealthful 
working  conditions.  Examples  include 
activities  concerning  workers’ 
compensation,  first  aid,  and  publication 
of  materials  prejudicial  to  labor  or 
management. 

7.  Activities  that  promote  logging 
production  methods  or  eouipment. 

8.  Activities  that  proviae  assistance  to 
workers  in  arbitration  cases  or  other 
actions  against  employers,  or  that 
provide  assistance  to  employers  and/or 
workers  in  the  prosecution  of  claims 


against  Federal,  State  or  local 
governments. 

9.  Activities  that  directly  duplicate 
services  offered  by  OSHA,  a  State  under 
a  State  Plan,  or  consultation  programs 
provided  by  State  designated  agencies 
under  sections  7(c)(1)  of  the  Act. 

10.  Activities  directly  or  indirectly 
intended  to  generate  membership  in  the 
grant  recipients’s  organization. 

Administrative  Requirements 

Grant  recipients  that  develop 
curriculums  and/or  educational 
materials  with  grant  funds  must  provide 
copies  of  them  to  OSHA  by  the  end  of 
thegrant  period. 

The  grant  program  will  be 
administered  in  compliance  with  41 
CFR  part  29-70  and  OMB  Circulars  A- 
110,  A-133,  and  A-21  or  A-122.  All 
applicants  will  be  required  to  certify  to 
a  drug-free  workplace  in  accordance 
with  20  CFR  part  98  and  to  comply  with 
the  New  Restrictions  on  Lobbying 
published  at  29  CFR  part  93. 

The  program  is  subject  to  matching 
share  requirements.  Grant  recipients 
will  be  expected  to  provide  a  minimum 
of  20%  of  the  total  grant  budget.  For 
example,  if  the  Federal  share  of  the 
grant  is  $80,000  (80%  of  the  grant),  then 
the  matching  share  will  be  $20,000 
(20%  of  the  grant),  for  a  total  grant  of 
$100,000.  The  matching  share  may 
exceed  20%. 

Evaluation  Process  and  Criteria 

Applications  for  grants  solicited  in 
this  notice  will  be  evaluated  on  a 
competitive  basis  by  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  with  assistance  and  advice  fiom 
OSHA  staff. 

The  following  factors,  which  are  not 
ranked  in  order  of  importance,  will  be 
considered  in  evaluating  grant 
applications. 

1.  Program  Design 

a.  The  plan  to  develop  and  implement 
a  training  and  education  program  that 
addresses  logging  safety  for  workers. 

b.  The  numoer  of  workers  to  be 
reached  by  the  program. 

a  The  appropriateness  of  the  planned 
activities  for  providing  safety  training 
for  loggers. 

d.  The  plan  for  selecting  training  sites 
and  recruiting  trainees. 

e.  The  plan  for  evaluating  the 
program’s  efiectiveness  in  achieving  its 
objectives. 

!.  The  feasibility  and  soundness  of  the 
proposed  work  plan  in  achieving  the 
program  objectives  effectively. 

2.  Program  Experience 

a.  Prior  occupational  safety  and  health 
experience  of  the  organization. 


b.  Previous  and  current  training  or 
education  programs  conducted  by  the 
organization. 

c.  Technical  and  professional 
expertise  of  present  or  proposed  project 
staff  in  logging  and  in  occupational 
safety  and  health. 

3.  Administrative  Capability 

a.  Managerial  expertise  of  the 
applicant  as  evidenced  by  the  variety 
and  complexity  of  current  and/or  recent 
programs  it  has  administered. 

b.  Financial  management  capability  of 
the  applicant  as  evidenced  by  a  recent 
report  form  an  independent  audit  firm 
or  a  recent  report  from  another 
independent  organization  qualified  to 
render  judgment  concerning  the 
soundness  of  the  applicant’s  financial 
practices. 

c.  Evidence  of  the  applicant’s 
nonprofit  status,  preferably  from  the 
IRS. 

d.  The  completeness  of  the 
application,  including  forms,  budget 
detail,  narrative  and  workplan,  and 
required  attachments. 

4.  Budget 

a.  The  reasonableness  of  the  budget  in 
relation  to  the  proposed  program 
activities. 

b.  The  proposed  non-Federal  shore  is 
at  least  20%of  the  total  budget. 

c.  The  compliance  of  the  budget  with 
applicable  Federal  cost  principles  and 
with  OSHA  requirements  contained  in 
the  grant  application  instructions. 

In  addition  to  the  preceding  factors, 
the  Assistant  Secretary  will  consider 
other  factors  such  as  the  overall 
geographical  distribution  and  coverage 
of  populations  at  risk. 

Availability  of  Funds 

There  is  approximately  $350,000 
available  for  this  program.  It  is 
anticipated  that  the  average  Federal 
aw£U'd  will  be  $100,000.  Grants  will  be 
awarded  for  an  eighteen-month  period. 

Application  Procedures 

Those  organizations  that  meet  the 
eligibility  requirements  described  above 
and  are  interested  in  conducting  project 
activities  as  described  may  request  a 
grant  application  package  from  the 
OSHA  Office  of  Training  and  Education, 
Division  of  Training  and  Educational 
Programs.  1555  Times  Drive,  Des 
Plaines,  Illinois  60018. 

All  applications  must  be  received  by 
the  OSHA  Office  of  Training  and 
Education  no  later  than  4:30  p.m. 
Central  Time,  July  9, 1993. 

Notification  of  Selection 

Following  review  and  evaluation, 
those  organizations  seleided  as  potential 
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grant  recipimits  will  be  notified  by  a 
representative  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary.  An  applicant  whose  proposal 
is  not  selected  will  also  be  notified  in 
writing  to  that  effect  Notice  of  selection 
as  a  potential  grant  recipient  will  not 
constitute  approval  of  the  grant 
application  as  submitted.  Prior  to  the 
actual  grant  award,  representatives  of 
the  potential  grant  recipient  and  OSHA 
will  enter  into  negotiations  concmning 
such  items  as  program  components, 
funding  levels,  and  administrative 
systems.  If  negotiations  do  not  result  in 
an  acceptdole  submittal,  the  Assistant 
Secretary  reserves  the  right  to  terminate 
the  negotiation  and  decline  to  fund  the 
propo^. 

Signed  at  Washington.  DC,  this  18th  day  of 
May  1993. 

David  C  Zeigler, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor. 

IFR  Doc.  93-12174  Filed  5-21-93:  8:45  am] 
BIUJNG  CODE  4S10-aa-M 


NATIONAL  FOUNDATION  ON  THE 
ARTS  AND  THE  HUMANITIES 

Presenting  and  Commissioning 
Advisory  Committee;  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Public 
Law  92-463),  as  amended,  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  a  meeting  of  the 
Presenting  and  Commissioning 
Advisory  Panel  (Artists'  Projects 
Regional  Initiative  Section)  to  the 
National  Council  on  the  Arts  will  be 
held  on  June  17, 1993  from  9  a.m.-5:30 
p.m.  in  room  527  at  the  Nancy  Hanks 
Center,  1100  Pennsylvania  Avenue, 

NW.,  Washington.  DC  20506. 

A  portion  of  this  meeting  will  be  open 
to  the  public  from  4:30  p.m. — 5:30  p.m. 
for  policy  discussion  and  guidelines 
review. 

The  remaining  portion  of  this  meeting 
from  9  a.m.— 4:30  p.m.  is  for  the 
purpose  of  Panel  review,  discussion, 
evaluation,  and  recommendation  on 
applications  for  financial  assistance 
under  the  National  Foundation  on  the 
Arts  and  the  Humanities  Act  of  1965,  as 
amended,  including  information  given 
in  confidence  to  the  agency  by  grant 
applicants.  In  accordance  with  the 
determination  of  the  Chairman  of 
November  24. 1992,  this  session  will  be 
closed  to  the  public  pursuant  to 
subsection  (c)(4),  (6)  and  (9)(B)  of 
section  552b  of  title  5,  United  States 
Code. 

Any  person  may  observe  meetings,  or 
portions  thereof,  of  advisory  panels 
which  are  oi}en  to  the  public,  and  may 
be  p>ermitted  to  participate  in  tbe 
panel's  discussions  at  the  discretion  of 


the  panel  chairman  and  with  the 
approval  of  the  full-time  Federal 
employee  in  attendance. 

If  you  need  special  accranmodations 
due  to  a  disability,  please  contact  the 
Office  of  Special  Constitueimies, 
National  Endowment  for  the  Arts,  1100 
Pennsylvania  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20506,  202/682-5532, 
TTY  202/682-5496,  at  least  seven  (7) 
days  prior  to  the  meeting. 

Further  infcxmation  with  reference  to 
this  meeting  can  be  chained  from  Ms. 
Yvonne  M.  Sabine,  Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer,  National 
Endowment  for  the  Arts,  Washington, 
DC  20506,  or  call  (202)  682-5439. 

Dated:  May  17. 1993. 

Yvonne  M.  Sabine, 

Director,  Panel  Operations,  National 
Endowment  for  the  Arts. 

(FR  Doc.  93-12142  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am) 
BILUNG  COOE  7357-41-M 


NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 

Advisory  Committee  for  Biological 
Sciences  (BIO);  Notice  of  Meeting 

In  accordance  with  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L.,  92- 
463,  as  amended),  the  National  Science 
Foundation  announces  the  following 
meeting: 

Name:  Advisory  Ckimmittee  for  Biological 
Sciences. 

Date  and  Time;  June  7, 1993,  9  a.m. -5:30 
p.m.;  June  8, 1993, 8:30  ajn.-12  Noon. 

Place:  Key  Bridge  Marriott  Hotel,  1401  Lee 
Highway,  Arlington.  Virginia  22209. 

Type  of  Meeting:  Open. 

Contact  Person:  Dr.  W.  Franklin  Harris. 
Acting  Assistant  Director,  Biological 
Sciences,  Room  506,  National  Science 
Foundation,  1800  G  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
DC  20550.  Telephone:  (202)  357-9854. 

Minutes:  May  be  obtained  from  the  contact 
person  listed  above. 

Purpose  of  Meeting:  The  Advisory 
Committee  for  BIO  provides  advice, 
recommendations,  and  oversight  concerning 
major  program  emphases,  directions,  and 
goals  for  the  research-related  activities  of  the 
divisions  that  make  up  BK). 

Agenda;  FY  95  planning  discussion. 

Reason  for  late  notice:  Late  confirmation  of 
meeting  site. 

Dated:  May  19, 1993. 

M.  Rdiecca  Winkler, 

Committee  Management  Officer. 

(FR  Doc.  93-12202  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am) 
BIUJNG  COOE  7S56-01-M 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

Document  Containing  Reporting  or 
Recordkeeping  Requirements:  Office 
of  Management  and  Budget  Review 

AGENCY:  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  review  of 
information  collection. 

SUMMARY:  The  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (NRC)  has  recently 
sulnnitted  to  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  (OMB)  for  review  the 
following  proposal  for  the  collection  of 
information  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Papmrwork  Reduction  Act  of  1980  (44 
U.S.C.  chapter  35). 

1.  Type  of  submission,  new,  revision, 
or  extension:  Revision. 

2.  The  title  of  the  information 
collection:  10  CFR  part  72 — Emergency 
Planning  Licensing  Requirements  for 
Independent  Spent  Fuel  Storage 
Facilities  (ISF^)  and  Monitored 
Retrievable  Storage  Facilities  (MRS). 

3.  The  form  number  if  applicable:  Not 
applicable. 

4.  How  often  the  collection  is 
required:  On  occasion. 

5.  Who  will  be  required  or  asked  to 
report:  Applicants  for  an  NRC  license  to 
operate  an  Independent  Spent  Fuel 
Storage  Facilities  (ISFSI)  or  a  Monitored 
Retrievable  Storage  Facilities  (MRS). 

6.  An  estimate  of  the  total  number  of 
annual  responses:  1.36  although,  to 
date,  the  NRC  has  not  received  any 
applications  for  the  licensing  of  an 
offsite  ISFSI  or  for  an  MRS. 

7.  An  estimate  of  the  number  of  hours 
needed  annually  to  complete  the 
requirement  or  request:  Approximately 
785  hours  (approximately  625  hours  of 
reporting  burden  plus  approximately 
160  hours  of  recordkeeping  burden). 

8.  An  indication  of  whether  section 
3504(h),  Public  Law  96-511  applies: 
Applicable. 

9.  Abstract:  The  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (NRC)  is  proposing  to 
amend  its  regulations  to  provide,  as  - 
directed  by  the  Nuclear  Waste  Policy 
Act  of  1982,  the  emergency  planning 
licensing  requirements  for  Independent 
Spent  Fuel  Storage  Facilities  (I^SI)  and 
Monitored  Retrievable  Storage  Facilities 
(MRS).  The  emergency  plans  that 
applicants  would  be  required  to  submit 
would  allow  NRC  to  determine  that  a 
licensee’s  planned  response  to  an 
accidental  release  of  radioactive 
materials  will  be  adequate  to  protect 
public  health  and  safety. 

(Copies  of  the  SLibrnittal  may  be 
inspected  or  obtained  finr  a  fee  frxun  tbe 
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NRC  Public  Document  Room  2120  L 
Street  NW.  (Lower  Level),  Washington, 
DC. 

Comments  and  questions  can  be 
directed  by  mail  to  the  0MB  reviewer: 
Ronald  Minsk,  Office  of  Information  and 
Regulatory  Affairs  (3150-0132),  NEOB- 
3019,  Office  of  Management  and  Budget, 
Washington,  DC  20503. 

Comments  can  also  be  submitted  by 
telephone  at  (202)  395-3084.  The  NRC 
Clearance  Officer  is  Brenda  J.  Shelton, 
(301)  492-8132. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  12th  day 
of  May  1993. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Gerald  F.  Cranford, 

Designated  Senior  Ofpcial  for  Information 
Resources  Management. 

(FR  Doc.  93-12216  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  7S90-01-M 


Documents  Containing  Reporting  and 
Recordkeeping  Requirements:  Office 
of  Management  and  Budget  (0MB) 
Review 

AGENCY:  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (NRC). 

ACTION:  Notice  of  the  OMB  review  of 
information  collection. 

SUMMARY:  The  NRC  has  recently 
submitted  to  the  OMB  for  review  the 
following  proposal  for  the  collection  of 
information  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  of  1980  (44 
U.S.C.  chapter  35). 

1.  Type  of  submission,  new,  revision, 
or  extension:  Revision 

2.  The  title  of  the  information 
collection:  10  CFR  part  55,  Operator’s 
Licenses,  Proposed  Rule 

3.  The  form  number  if  applicable: 

N/A 

4.  How  often  the  collection  is 
required:  Annually 

5.  Who  will  be  required  or  asked  to 
report:  All  power  and  non-power  reactor 
licensees. 

6.  An  estimate  of  the  number  of 
annual  responses:  88  for  power  reactors 
and  49  for  non-power  reactors 

7.  An  estimate  of  the  total  number  of 
hours  needed  to  complete  the 
requirement  or  request:  352  hours 
annually  for  power  reactors 
(approximately  4  hours  per  response) 
and  35  hours  annually  for  non-power 
reactors  (approximately  0.75  hours  per 
response) 

8.  An  indication  of  whether  section 
3504(h),  Public  Law  96-511  applies: 
Applicable 

9.  Abstract:  The  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (NRC)  is  proposing  to 
amend  its  regulations  to  delete  the 
prerequisite  for  license  renewal  that 


each  licensed  operator  pass  a 
comprehensive  requalihcation  written 
examination  and  an  operating  test 
conducted  by  the  NRC  during  the  term 
of  the  operator’s  6-year  license.  The 
proposed  amendment  will  require 
kcility  licensees  to  submit  copies  of 
each  annual  operating  test  or 
comprehensive  written  examination 
used  for  operator  requalification  to  the 
Commission  for  review  at  least  30  days 
prior  to  conducting  the  examination  or 
the  test.  In  addition,  the  proposed  rule 
will  amend  the  “Scope”  provisions  of 
the  regulations  pertaining  to  operators’ 
licenses  to  include  facility  licenses. 

Copies  of  the  submittal  may  be 
insp^ed  or  obtained  for  a  fee  fi-om  the 
NRC  Public  Document  Room,  2120  L 
Street,  NW.,  (Lower  Level),  Washington, 
DC  20555. 

Comments  and  questions  should  be 
directed  to  the  OMB  reviewer:  Ronald 
Minsk,  Office  of  Information  and 
Regulatory  Affairs,  (3150-0018  and 
3150-0101),  NEOB-3019,  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget,  Washington, 
DC  20503. 

Comments  can  also  be  submitted  by 
telephone  at  (202)  395-3084. 

NRC  Clearance  officer  is  Brenda  Jo. 
Shelton,  (301)  492-8132. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  13th  day 
of  May,  1993. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Gerald  F.  Cranford, 

Designated  Senior  Official  for  Information 
Resources  Management 
(FR  Doc.  93-12217  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  7590-01-M 


[Docket  Nos.  50-280  and  50-281] 

Virginia  Eiectric  and  Power  Co.;  Notice 
of  issuance  of  Amendments  to  Faciiity 
Operating  Licenses 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (Commission)  has  issued 
Amendment  No.  178  to  Facility 
Operating  License  No.  DPR-32  and 
Amendment  No.  178  to  Facility 
Operating  License  No.  DPR-37,  issued 
to  the  Virginia  Electric  and  Power 
Company  (the  licensee),  which  revised 
the  Technical  Specifications  for 
operation  of  the  Surry  Power  Station, 
Units  1  and  2,  located  in  Surry  County, 
Virginia.  These  amendments  are 
elective  as  of  the  date  of  issuance. 

The  amendments  modified  the 
Technical  Specifications  to  allow  one  of 
two  service  water  flow  paths  to  the  main 
control  and  emergency  switchgear 
rooms’  air  conditioning  condensers  to 
be  removed  firom  service  for  system 
maintenance. 


The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and 
requirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations. 

The  Commission  has  made  appropriate 
findings  as  required  by  the  Act  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations  in 
10  CFR  Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in 
the  license  amendment. 

Notice  of  Consideration  of  Issuance  of 
Amendment  and  Opportunity  for 
Hearing  in  connection  with  this  action 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  December  10, 1992  (57  FR  58523). 

No  request  for  a  hearing  or  petition  for 
leave  to  intervene  was  filed  following 
this  notice. 

The  Commission  has  prepared  an 
Environmental  Assessment  related  to 
the  action  and  has  determined  not  to 
prepare  an  environmental  impact 
statement.  Eased  upon  the 
environmental  assessment,  the 
Commission  has  concluded  that  the 
issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
have  a  significant  effect  on  the  quality 
of  the  human  environmental  (58  FR 
14224). 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  the 
action  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendments  dated  November  10, 1992, 
(2)  Amendment  No.  178  to  License  No. 
DPR-32  and  Amendment  No.  178  to 
License  No.  DPR-37,  (3)  the 
Commission’s  related  Safety  Evaluation, 
and  (4)  the  Commission’s 
Environmental  Assessment.  All  of  these 
items  are  available  for  public  inspection 
at  the  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room,  the  Gelman  Building,  2120  L 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20555  and 
at  the  local  public  document  room 
located  at  the  Swem  Library,  College  of 
William  and  Mary,  Williamsburg, 
Virginia  23185.  A  copy  of  items  (2),  (3) 
and  (4)  may  be  obtained  upon  request  ' 
addressed  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
DC  20555,  Attention:  Document  Control 
Desk. 

Dated  at  Rockville,  Maryland,  this  18th  day 
of  May  1993. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Bart  C  Buckley, 

Senior  Project  Manager,  Project  Directorate 
1-4,  Division  of  Reactor  Injects — I/II,  Office 
of  Nuclear  Reactor  Regulation. 

[FR  Doc  93-12215  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  7SW>-01-M 


RESOLUTION  TRUST  CORPORATION 

Coastal  Barrier  Improvement  Act; 
Property  Availability;  Arlington 
Timberlakes,  Tarrant  County,  TX 

AGENCY:  Resolution  Trust  Corporation. 
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ACnOM:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  Notice  is  hweby  given  that 
the  property  known  as  Arlington 
TimWlakes,  located  in  Arlington. 

Tarrant  County,  Texas,  is  affected  by 
section  10  of  the  Coastal  Barrier 
Improvement  Act  of  1900,  as  specified 
below. 

DATES:  Written  notices  of  serions 
interest  to  purchase  or  effect  other 
transfer  of  the  property  may  be  mailed 
or  faxed  to  the  RTC  until  August  23, 

1993. 

ADDRESSES;  Copies  of  detailed 
descriptions  of  the  property,  including 
maps,  can  be  obtained  from  or  are 
available  for  inspection  by  contactiirg 
the  following  person:  Mr.  E.  Ted  Hine, 
Resolution  Trust  Corporation,  California 
Field  Office,  4000  MacArthur  Bhrd., 
Third  Floor,  East  Tower,  Newport 
Beach,  CA  92660-2516,  (714)  263-4648; 
Fax  (714) 852-7770. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATiON:  The 
Arlington  Timberlakes  propwty  is 
located  apprtudmately  one-half  mile 
east  of  State  (fighway  360  between 
Susan  Drive  and  Timberlake  Drive, 
about  1,000  feet  north  of  Park  Row 
Drive,  Arlingtmi,  Texas.  The  property 
contains  habitat  for  endangered  species 
and  has  a  hig)i  probability  of  containing 
archeological  resources.  Cottonwood 
Creek  bisects  the  site  and  the  prc^rty 
is  adjacent  to  the  Cottonwood  Creek 
Floodway  which  is  managed  by  the  City 
of  Grand  Prairie  as  designated  open 
space  and  wildlife  habitat.  The  property 
is  covered  property  within  the  meaning 
of  section  10  of  the  Coastal  Barrier 
Improvement  Act  of  1990,  Public  Law 
101-591  (12  U.S.C.  1441a-3). 

Characteristics  of  the  property 
include:  The  Arlington  Tin^berlakes 
property  consists  of  approximately  73.6 
acres  of  undev^oped  land.  24  acres  of 
which  are  situated  in  a  floo^laiiL  The 
topography  of  the  site  is  level  to  gently 
rolling  with  wetlands  associated  with 
the  100  year  floodplain.  The  property 
contains  potential  habitat  for  the  Texas 
garter  snake  and  archeological  resources 
have  a  hi^  probability  of  being  located 
along  Cottonwood  Creek. 

Property  size:  Approximately  73.6 
acres. 

Written  notice  of  serious  interest  in 
the  purdiase  or  other  transfer  of  the 
property  must  be  received  on  or  before 
August  23. 1993  by  the  Resolution  Trust 
Corporation  at  the  address  stated  above. 

Those  entities  eligible  to  submit 
written  notices  of  serious  interest  are: 

1.  Agencies  or  entities  of  the  Federal 
government; 

2.  Agencies  or  entities  of  Slate  or  local 
government;  and 


3.  “Qualified  ocgamizations'*  pursuant 
to  section  170(hK3)  of  the  Inter^ 
Revenue  Code  of  1986  (26  U.S.C. 
170(hK3))- 

Written  notices  of  serious  interest  to 
purchase  or  effect  other  transfer  cff  the 
propmty  must  be  sulxnitted  by  August 
23. 1993  to  Mr.  E.  Ted  Hum  at  the  tbave 
ADDRESSES  and  in  the  following  form: 
NOTICE  OF  SEWOUS  INTEREST 
RE:  Arlington  Timberlakes 

Federal  Register  Publication  Date;  May  24, 
1993. 

1.  Entity  name. 

2.  Declaration  of  eligibility  to  submit 
Notice  under  criteria  set  forth  in  Coastal 
Barrier  Improvement  Act  of  1990,  Public  Law 
101-591,  section  10(b)(2),  (12  U.S.C.  1441a- 
3(b)(2)). 

3.  Brief  description  of  proposed  terms  of 
purchase  or  other  offer  (e.g.,  price  and 
method  of  financing). 

4.  Declaration  by  entity  that  it  intends  to 
use  the  property  primarily  for  wildlife  refuge, 
sanctuary,  open  space,  recreational, 
historical,  cuhnral,  or  natural  resource 
conservation  purposes. 

5.  Authorize  R^jiesentative  (Name/ 
Address/Telephone/Fax). 

Dated:  May  IS,  1993. 

Resolution  Trust  Corporation. 

William  ).  Tricarico, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.  93-12185  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am] 
MLUNG  CO06  S714-01-M 


Coastal  Baniar  Improveraent  Act; 
Property  Availability;  The  Domlnton, 
Bexar  County,  TX 

AGENCY:  Resolution  Trust  Corporation. 
ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  Notice  is  ho'^iy  given  that 
the  property  known  as  the  Dominion, 
Bexar  County.  Texas,  is  affected  by 
section  10  of  the  Coastal  Barrier 
Improvement  Act  of  1990,  as  specified 
below. 

DATES:  Written  notices  of  serious 
interest  to  purchase  or  effect  other 
transfer  of  the  property  may  be  mailed 
or  faxed  to  the  RTC  until  August  23. 
1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Copies  cff  detailed 
descriptions  of  the  property,  including 
maps,  can  be  obtained  horn  or  are 
available  for  inspection  by  contacting 
the  following  person:  Mr.  Steven  ReM. 
Resolution  Trust  (^rpcuatirai.  Dallas 
Field  Office.  3500  Maple  Avenue. 
Riverchon  Plaza,  18th  Floor.  Dallas,  TX. 
75219-3935,  (214)  443-4738;  Fax  (214) 
443-4825. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Dominion  property  is  located  about  20 
miles  mxthwest  of  the  City  of  San 
Antonio,  in  Bexar  County,  Texas.  The 


property  is  undeveloped  and  located 
within  the  boundary  of  a  sole  source 
aquifer.  The  property  contains  habitat 
for  federally  listed  endangered  species 
and  is  adjecmut  to  the  Camp  Bullis 
military  Reservation  which  contains  an 
open  space  area  managed  for  op«i  space 
and  wildlifo  habitat  conservation.  The 
property  is  covered  property  within  the 
meaning  of  section  10  of  the  Coastal 
Barrier  Improvement  Act  of  1990,  Public 
Law  101-591  (12  U.S.C.  1441a-3). 

Characteristics  of  the  properly 
include:  The  Dominion  property 
consists  of  approximately  390  acres  of 
undeveloped  land  which  includes  about 
50  acres  situated  in  a  floodplain.  The 
southern  porticm  of  the  site  consists  of 
a  hilly  area  which  is  covered  with 
native  vegetation  and  trees.  The 
property  is  located  within  a  sole  source 
aquifer  designated  by  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  and  contains  habitat 
for  the  federally  endan^red  Bladc- 
ca{>ped  vireo  and  the  C^den-cheeked 
warbler. 

Property  size:  Approximately  390 
acres. 

Written  notice  of  serious  interest  in 
the  purchase  or  other  transfer  of  the 
property  must  be  received  on  or  before 
August  23, 1993  by  the  Resolution  Trust 
Corporation  at  the  address  stated  above. 

Those  entities  eligible  to  submit 
written  notices  of  serious  interest  are: 

1.  Agencies  or  entities  of  the  Federal 
government: 

2.  Agencies  or  entities  of  State  or  local 
government;  and 

3.  "Qualified  organizaticms"  pursuant 
to  section  170(h)(3)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1986  (26  U.S.C 
170(h)(3)). 

Written  notices  of  serious  interest  to 
purchase  or  effect  other  transfer  of  the 
property  must  be  submitted  by  August 
23, 1993  to  Mr.  Steven  Reid  at  the  above 
ADDRESSES  and  in  the  following  form: 
NOTICE  OF  SERIOUS  INTEREST 
RE;  The  Dominion 

Federal  Register  Publication  Date;  May  24. 
1993. 

1.  Entity  name. 

2.  Declaration  of  eligibility  to  submit 
Notice  under  criteria  set  forth  in  Coastal 
Barrier  Improvement  Act  of  1990,  Public  Law 
101-591,  section  10(bK2).  (12  U.S.C.  1441a- 
3(b)(2)). 

3.  Brief  description  of  proposed  terms  of 
purchase  or  other  offer  (e.g.,  price  and 
method  of  financing). 

4.  Declaration  by  entity  that  it  intends  to 
use  the  property  primarily  for  wildUfe  refuge, 
sanctuary,  open  space,  recreational, 
historical,  cultural,  or  natural  resource 
cons«vation  purposes. 

5.  Audiorized  Representative  (Name/ 

Address/Telephone/Fax).  ^ 

Dated:  May  18, 1993. 
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Kosolutkm  Trast  Corporation. 

William ).  Tricarico, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

IFR  D«x:.  93-12188  Filed  S-21-93:  8;45  am| 
BH.UNG  CODE  •714-01-41 


Coastal  Barrier  Improvement  Act; 
Property  Availability;  Northern  Parcels 
of  Tuscany  Hills,  Riverside  County,  CA 

AGENCY:  Resolution  Trust  Corporation. 
ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  Notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  property  known  as  the  Northern 
Parcels  of  Tuscany  Hills,  located  in  Lake 
Elsinore.  Riverside  County,  California, 
is  affeided  by  section  10  of  the  Coa.stal 
Barrier  Improvement  Aid  of  1990,  as 
specified  below. 

OATES:  Written  notices  of  serious 
interest  to  purchase  or  effect  other 
transfer  of  the  property  may  be  mailed 
or  faxed  to  the  RTC  until  August  23, 
1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  detailed 
descriptions  of  the  property,  including 
maps,  can  be  obtained  from  or  are 
available  for  inspection  by  contacting 
the  following  person:  Mr.  E.  Ted  Mine, 
Resolution  Trust  Corporation.  California 
Field  Office,  400  MacArthur  Blvd., 

Third  Floor,  East  Tower,  Newport 
Beach.  CA  92660-2516,  (714)  263-4648; 
Fax (714) 852-7770. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Northern  Parcels  of  Tuscany  Hills 
property  is  located  about  4  miles  north 
of  Interstate  Highway  15  on  Green wald 
Boulevard,  Lake  Elsinore,  Riverside 
County,  California.  The  property 
contains  habitat  for  the  federally 
endangered  Stephens’  kangaroo  rat  and 
is  adjacent  to  land  managed  by  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management.  I'he 
property  is  covered  property  within  the 
meaning  of  section  10  of  the  Coastal 
Barrier  improvement  Act  of  1990,  Public 
Law  101-591  (12  U.S.C  1441a-3). 

Characteristir.s  of  the  property 
include:  The  Northern  Parcels  of 
Tuscany  Hills  property  consists  of 
approximately  390  acres  of  undeveloped 
land.  The  site  contains  a  wildlife 
corridor  located  at  the  southern  end  of 
the  property  which  consists  of  habitat 
for  the  endangered  Stephens’  kangaroo 
rat.  The  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
owns  one  section  of  land  adjacent  to  the 
northeast  comer  of  the  property  and 
approximately  160  acres  adjacent  to  the 
southeast  border  of  the  site. 

Property  size:  Approximately  390 
acres. 

Written  notice  of  serious  interest  in 
the  purchase  or  other  transfer  of  the 
property  must  be  received  on  or  before 


August  23, 1993  by  the  Resolution  Trust 
Corporation  at  the  address  stated  above. 

Tnose  entities  eligible  to  submit 
written  notices  of  serious  interest  are: 

1.  Agencies  or  entities  of  the  Federal 
government; 

2.  Agencies  or  entities  of  State  or  local 
government;  and 

3.  "Qualified  organizations’’  pursuant 
to  section  170(h)(3)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1986  (26  U.S.C. 
170(hM3)). 

Written  notices  of  serious  interest  to 
purchase  or  effect  other  transfer  of  the 
property  must  be  submitted  by  August 
23. 1993  to  Mr.  E.  Ted  Hine  at  the  above 
ADDRESSES  and  in  the  following  form: 
NOTICE  OF  SERIOUS  INTEREST 
RE:  Northom  Parcels  of  Tuscany  Hills 

Federal  Register  Publication  Date;  May  24. 
1993. 

1.  Entity  name. 

2.  Declaration  of  eligibility  to  submit 
Notice  under  criteria  set  forth  in  Coastal 
Barrier  Improvement  Act  of  1990,  Public  Law 
101-591,  section  10(bH2).  (12  U.S.C  1441a- 
3(b)(2)). 

3.  Brief  description  of  proposed  terms  of 
purchase  or  other  offer  (e.g.,  price  and 
method  of  financing). 

4.  Declaration  by  entity  that  it  intends  to 
use  the  property  primarily  for  wildlife  refuge, 
sanctuary,  open  space,  recreational, 
historical,  cultural,  or  natural  resource 
conservation  purposes. 

5.  Authorized  Representative  (Name/ 
Address/Telephone /Fax). 

Dated:  May  18, 1993. 

Resolution  Trust  Corporation 
William  J.  Tricarico. 

Assistant  Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.  93-12186  Filed  5-21-93;  8  45  am) 
BILUNG  CODE  STia-OI-M 


Coastal  Barrier  Improvement  Act; 
Property  Availability;  Rams  Hill 
Country  Club,  San  Diego  County,  CA 

AGENCY:  Resolution  Trust  Corporation. 
ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  Notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  property  known  as  Rams  Hill 
Country  Club  located  in  Borrego 
Springs,  San  Diego  (xninty,  California, 
is  affected  by  section  10  of  the  Coastal 
Barrier  Improvement  Act  of  1990,  as 
specified  below. 

OATES:  Written  notices  of  serioi's 
interest  to  purchase  or  effect  other 
transfer  of  the  property  may  be  mailed 
or  faxed  to  the  RTC  until  August  23. 
1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  detailed 
descriptions  of  the  property,  including 
maps,  can  be  obtained  from  or  are 
available  for  inspection  by  contacting 
the  following  person:  Mr.  Steven  Reid, 


Resolution  Trust  Corporation,  Dallas 
Field  Office,  3500  Maple  Avenue. 
Riverchon  Plaza,  18th  Floor,  Dallas.  TX 
75219-3935,  (214)  443-4738;  Fax  (214) 
443-4825. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  Rams 
Hill  Country  Club  property  is  located  in 
Borrego  Springs  on  Yaqui  Pass  Road 
approximately  5  miles  southeast  of  the 
center  of  town.  *016  property  has 
recreational  value  and  is  located 
entirely  within  the  Anza-Bonego  Desert 
State  Park  which  is  managed  by  the 
State  of  California  for  conservation 
purposes.  The  property  is  covered 
property  within  the  meaning  of  section 
10  of  the  Coastal  Barrier  Improvement 
Act  of  1990,  Public  Law  101-591  (12 
U.S.C.  1441a-3). 

Characteristics  of  the  property 
include:  *rhe  Ram  Hill  Country  Club 
property  consists  of  approximately 
3,140  acres,  1,700  acres  of  which  are 
dedicated  for  a  wilderness  preserve.  The 
remaining  acrea^  consists  of  a  resort 
community  including  an  18  hole  golf 
course,  pro  shop,  lounge,  and 
clubhouse. 

Property  size:  Approximately  3,140 
acres. 

Written  notice  of  serious  interest  in 
the  purchase  or  other  transfer  of  the 
property  must  be  received  on  or  before 
August  23, 1993  by  the  Resolution  Trust 
Corporation  at  the  address  stated  above. 

Those  entitles  eligible  to  submit 
written  notices  of  serious  interest  are: 

1.  Agencies  or  entities  of  the  Federal 
government: 

2.  Agencies  or  entities  of  State  or  local 
government; 

3.  "Qualihed  organizations"  pursuant 
to  section  170(h)(3)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1986  (26  U.S.C 
170(h)(3)). 

Written  notice  of  serious  interest  to 
purcha.se  or  effect  other  transfer  of  the 
property  must  be  submitted  by  or  before 
August  23. 1993  to  Mr.  Steven  Reid  at 
the  above  ADDRESSES  and  in  the 
following  form: 

NOTICE  OF  SERIOUS  INTEREST 
RE:  Rams  Hill  Country  Club 

Federal  Register  Publication  Dale:  May  24 
1993. 

1.  Entity  name. 

2.  Declaration  of  eligibility  to  submit 
Notice  under  criteria  set  forth  in  Coastal 
Barrier  Improvement  Act  of  1990,  Public  Law 
101-591,  section  10(bM2).  (12  U.S.C  1441a- 
3(b)(2)). 

3.  Brief  description  of  proposed  terms  of 
purchase  or  other  offer  (e.g.,  price  and 
method  of  financing). 

4.  Declaration  by  entity  that  it  intends  to 
use  the  property  primarily  for  wildlife  refuge, 
sanctuary,  open  space,  recreational, 
historical,  cultxual,  or  natural  resource 
conservation  purposes. 
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S.  Authorized  Representative  (Name/ 
Address/T  elephone/Fax). 

Dated;  May  16, 1993. 

Resolution  Trust  Corporation. 

William  f.  Trkarico, 

Assistant  Secretaiy. 

(FR  Doc.  93-12187  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am] 
eauNQ  CODE  aria-oi-M 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

Issuer  Delisting;  Notice  of  Application 
To  Withdraw  From  Listing  and 
Registration;  (American  Healthcare 
Management,  Inc.,  Common  Stoc1(,~ ' 
$.01  Par  Value)  File  No.  1-8756 

May  18, 1993 

American  Healthcare  Management, 

Inc.  (“Company”)  has  filed  an 
application  with  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission  (“Commission”), 
pursuant  to  section  12(d)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  (“Act”) 
and  Rule  12d2-2(d)  promulgated 
thereunder,  to  withdraw  the  above 
specified  security  fi'om  listing  and 
registration  on  the  American  Stock 
Exchange,  Inc.  (“Amex”). 

The  reasons  alleged  in  the  application 
for  withdrawing  this  security  horn 
listing  and  registration  include  the 
following: 

According  to  the  Company,  in 
addition  to  being  listed  on  the  Amex,  its 
common  stock  is  listed  on  the  New  York 
Stock  Exchange,  Inc.  (“NYSE”).  The 
Company’s  common  stock  commenced 
trading  on  the  NYSE  at  the  opening  of 
business  on  April  16, 1993  and 
concurrently  therewith,  such  stock  was 
suspended  from  trading  on  the  Amex. 

In  making  the  decision  to  withdraw 
its  common  stock  from  listing  on  the 
Amex,  the  Company  considered  the 
direct  and  indirect  costs  and  expenses 
attendant  in  maintaining  the  dual  listing 
of  its  common  stock  on  the  NYSE  and 
on  the  Amex.  The  Company  does  not 
see  any  particular  advantage  in  the  dual 
trading  of  its  common  stock  and 
believes  that  dual  listing  would 
fiagment  the  market  for  its  common 
stock. 

Any  interested  person  may,  on  or 
before  June  8, 1993  submit  by  letter  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission,  450  Fifth  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20549,  facts 
bearing  upon  whether  the  application 
has  been  made  in  accordance  with  the 
rules  of  the  exchanges  and  what  terms, 
if  any,  should  be  imposed  by  the 
Commission  for  the  protection  of 
investors.  The  Commission,  based  on 
the  information  submitted  to  it,  will 
issue  an  order  granting  the  application 


after  the  date  mentioned  above,  unless 
the  Commission  determines  to  order  a 
hearing  on  the  matter. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

Jonathan  G.  Katz. 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  93-12200  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am] 
»LLINO  CODE  MIO-OI-M 


Issuer  Delisting;  Notice  of  Application 
To  Withdraw  From  Listing  and 
Registration;  (Identix  Incorporated, 
Common  Stock,  No  Par  Value)  File  No. 
1-9641 

May  18, 1993. 

Identix  Incorporated  (“Company”) 
has  filed  an  application  with  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
(“Commission”),  pursuant  to  section 
12(d)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934  (“Act”)  and  Rule  12d2-2(d) 
promulgated  thereunder,  to  withdraw 
the  above  specified  security  from  listing 
and  registration  on  the  Pacific  Stock 
Exchange,  Inc.  (“PSE”). 

The  reasons  alleged  in  the  application 
for  withdrawing  this  security  from 
listing  and  registration  include  the 
following: 

According  to  the  Company,  it  desires 
to  withdraw  its  common  stock  from 
listing  on  the  PSE  because  in  recent 
years  the  volume  of  common  stock 
traded  on  the  PSE  has  been  relatively 
low.  As  a  result,  the  administrative  and 
direct  financial  costs  of  maintaining 
listing  on  the  PSE  have  outweighed  the 
benefits  of  being  listed  on  the  PSE  and 
it  has  become  uneconomical  for  the 
Company  to  maintain  the  listing  of  the 
common  stock. 

Any  interested  person  may,  on  or 
before  June  8, 1993  submit  by  letter  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission,  450  Fifth  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20549,  facts 
bearing  upon  whether  the  application 
has  been  made  in  accordance  with  the 
rules  of  the  exchanges  and  what  terms, 
if  any,  should  be  imposed  by  the 
Commission  for  the  protection  of 
investors.  The  Commission,  based  on 
the  information  submitted  to  it,  will 
issue  an  order  granting  the  application 
after  the  date  mentioned  above,  unless 
the  Commission  determines  to  order  a 
hearing  on  the  matter. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

Jonathan  G.  Katz, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.  93-12201  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am) 
MLUNG  CODE  MKHM-M 


[Rel.  No.  IC.-19476;  Hie  No.  612-8226] 

Merrill  Lynch  Life  Insurance  Company, 
etal. 

May  17. 1993. 

AGENCY:  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  (the  “SEC”  or  the 
“Commission”). 

ACTION:  Notice  of  application  for 
exemption  under  the  Investment 
Company  Act  of  1940  (the  “1940  Act"). 

APPLICANTS:  Merrill  Lynch  Life 
Insurance  Company  (“Merrill  Lynch 
Life”  or  “Company”),  ML  Life  Insurance 
Company  of  New  York  (“ML  of  New 
York”  or  “Company”):  together  with 
Merrill  Lynch  Life,  the  “Companies”), 
Merrill  Lynch  Life  Variable  Life 
Separate  Account  II  and  Merrill  Lynch 
Variable  Life  Separate  Account  (the 
“Merrill  Separate  Accounts”:  each,  a 
"Separate  Account”),  ML  of  New  York 
Variable  Life  Separate  Account  and  ML 
of  New  York  Variable  Life  Separate 
Account  II  (the  "ML  Separate 
Accounts”;  each,  a  “Separate  Account”; 
together  with  the  Merrill  Separate 
Accounts,  the  “Separate  Accounts”), 
any  other  separate  account  established 
in  the  future  by  Merrill  Lynch  Life  or 
ML  of  New  York  to  support  scheduled 
premium,  single  premium,  or  flexible 
premium  variable  life  insurance 
contracts  (“Future  Accounts”),  and 
Merrill  Lynch,  Pierce,  Fenner  &  Smith 
Incorporated  (the  “Underwriter"). 
RELEVANT  1940  ACT  SECTIONS:  Order 
requested  under  section  6(c)  of  the  1940 
Act  for  exemptions  from  section  27(c)(2) 
of  the  1940  Act,  paragraph  (c)(4)(v)  of 
Rule  6e-2  thereunder,  and  paragraph 
(c)(4)(v)  of  Rule  6e-3(T)  thereunder. 
SUMMARY  OF  APPUCATION:  Applicants 
seek  an  order  permitting  a  deduction 
from  premiums  received  under  certain 
variable  life  insurance  contracts  of  an 
amount  that  is  reasonable  in  relation  to 
each  Company’s  increased  federal  tax 
burden  related  to  the  receipt  of  such 
premiums  and  which  results  from  the 
application  of  section  848  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1986,  as  amended. 
FILING  DATE:  The  application  was  filed 
on  December  23, 1992  and  amended  on 
April  30. 1993. 

HEARING  OR  NOTIFICATION  OF  HEARING:  An 
order  granting  the  application  will  be 
issued  unless  the  Commission  orders  a 
hearing.  Interested  persons  may  request 
a  hearing  by  writing  to  the  SEC’s 
Secretary  and  serving  Applicants  with  a 
copy  of  the  request,  personally  or  by 
mail.  Hearing  requests  should  be 
received  by  the  SEC  by  5:30  p.m.  on 
June  7, 1993,  and  should  be 
accompanied  by  proof  of  service  on 
Applicants,  in  ^e  form  of  an  affidavit 
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or,  for  lawyers,  a  certificate  of  service. 
Hearing  requests  should  state  the  nature 
of  the  writer’s  interest,  the  reason  for  the 
request,  and  the  issues  contested. 

Persons  may  request  notification  by 
writing  to  the  SECs  Secretary. 

ADDRESSES:  Secretary,  SEC,  450  Fifth 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20549. 
Merrill  Lynch  Life  and  the  Merrill 
Separate  Accounts,  800  Scudders  Mill 
Road,  Plainsboro,  NJ  08536.  ML  of  New 
York  and  the  ML  Separate  Accounts, 

717  Fifth  Avenue,  New  York.  NY  10022. 
The  Underwriter,  World  Financial 
Center,  250  Vesey  Street,  New  York,  NY 
10281. 

FOR  FURTHER  tNFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Thomas  E  Bisset,  Senior  Attorney,  at 
(202)  272-2058  or  Wendell  M.  Faria, 
Deputy  Chief,  at  (202)  272-2060.  Office 
of  Insurance  Products,  Division  of 
Investment  Management. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Following 
is  a  summary  of  the  application;  the 
complete  application  may  be  obtained 
for  a  fee  at  the  SEC’s  Puj)lic  Reference 
Branch. 

Applicants*  Representations 

1.  Merrill  Lynch  Life  is  a  stock  life 
insurance  company  organized  under  the 
laws  of  the  State  of  Washington  in  1986, 
and  redomesticated  under  the  laws  of 
the  State  of  Arkansas  in  1991.  ML  of 
New  York  is  a  stock  life  insurance 
company  organized  under  the  laws  of 
the  State  of  New  York  in  1973. 

2.  Merrill  Lynch  Life  Variable  Life 
Separate  Account  II  (formerly.  Tandem 
Variable  Life  Separate  Account  of 
Tandem  Insurance  Group,  Inc.)  was 
established  by  Tandem  Insurance 
Croup,  Inc.  as  a  separate  investment 
account  on  November  19, 1990,  and  was 
acquired  by  Merrill  Lynch  Life  pursuant 
to  a  statutory  merger  of  Tandem 
Insurance  Group,  Inc.  with  and  into 
Merrill  Lynch  Life  on  October  1, 1991. 
Merrill  Lynch  Life  established  the 
Merrill  Lynch  Variable  Life  Separate 
Account  as  a  separate  investment 
account  on  November  16, 1990.  ML  of 
New  York  established  the  ML  of  New 
York  Variable  Life  Separate  Arxount  as 
a  separate  investment  account  on 
November  19, 1990.  ML  of  New  York 
established  the  ML  of  New  York 
Variable  Life  Separate  Account  II  as  a 
separate  investment  account  on 
December  4, 1991.  Each  Separate 
Account  holds,  and  any  Future  Account 
will  hold,  assets  that  are  segregated  from 
all  of  the  applicable  Company’s  other 
assets,  and  pursuant  to  the  terms  of  the 
applicable  contract,  the  assets  equal  to 
the  reserves  and  other  liabilities  of  eat.h 
.Separate  Account  are  not,  and  of  any 
Future  Account  will  not  be.  chargeable 


with  liabilities  arising  out  of  any  other 
business  whicdi  the  applicable  Company 
may  conduct.  Each  Separate  Account  is. 
and  any  Future  Account  will  be,  used  to 
support  a  Company’s  variable  life 
insurance  contracts  that  may  be 
described  as  scheduled  premium,  single 
premium,  or  flexible  premium  variable 
life  insurance  contracts  (the 
“Contracts”). 

3.  Merrill  Lynch  Life  Variable  Life 
Separate  Account  II,  Merrill  Lynch 
Variable  Life  Separate  Account.  ML  of 
New  York  Variable  Life  Separate 
Account,  and  ML  of  New  York  Variable 
Life  Separate  Account  II  are  each 
registered  with  the  Commission  as  a 
unit  investment  trust  (File  Nos.  811- 
6227, 811-6225,  811-6226, and  811- 
7152,  respectively).  Each  of  the  Separate 
Accounts  currently  has  28  divisions, 
which  invest  in  corresponding 
portfolios  of  one  of  two  series-type 
investment  companies:  Merrill  Lynch 
Series  Fund,  Inc.,  an  open-end, 
diversified  management  investment 
company  (File  No.  811-3091)  and  The 
Merrill  Lynch  Fund  of  Stripped 
("Zero”)  U.S.  Treasury  Securities,  a 
series-type  unit  investment  trust  (File 
No.  811-3965). 

4.  The  Underwriter  is  a  direct  wholly- 
owned  subsidiary  of  Merrill  Lynch  & 

Co.,  Inc.  The  Underwriter  acts  as  the 
principal  underwriter  for  certain 
variable  life  insurance  and  variable 
annuity  contracts  issued  by  the 
Companies.  The  Underwriter  is 
registered  as  a  broker-dealer  under  the 
S^urities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  and  is 

a  member  of  the  National  Association  of 
Securities  IDealers,  Inc.  The  Contracts 
will  be  sold  by  registered 
representatives  of  the  Underwriter. 

5.  Each  Company,  through  one  of  its 
Separate  Accounts  or  a  Future  Account, 
will  offer  to  the  public  certain  Contracts, 
including  the  joint  and  last  survivor 
Estate  Investor  Contract  and  the  single 
life  Estate  Investor  Contract,  each 
pursuant  to  an  offering  that  will  be 
registered  under  the  Sii^rities  Act  of 
1933.  In  connection  with  each  offering 
of  Contracts,  Applicants  will  rely  upon 
either  Rule  6e-2  or  Rule  6e-3(T),  as 
appropriate.  In  connection  with  offering 
the  Estate  Investor  Contracts  and  certain 
other  Contracts.  Applicants  propose  to 
make  certain  deductions  from  premiums 
received  in  an  amount  that  is  reasonable 
in  relation  to  each  Company's  increased 
federal  tax  burden  related  to  the  receipt 
of  such  premiums. 

6.  In  tne  Omnibus  Budget 
Reconciliation  Act  of  1990,  Congress 
amended  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of 
1986  by.  among  other  things,  enacting 
section  848  thereof.  Section  848 
changed  the  federal  income  taxation  of 


life  insurance  companies  by  requiring 
them  to  capitalize  and  amortize  over  a 
period  of  ten  years  part  of  their  general 
expenses  for  the  current  year.  Under 
prior  law.  these  expenses  were 
deductible  in  full  from  the  current 
year’s  gross  income. 

7.  The  amount  of  expenses  that  must 
be  capitalized  and  amortized  under 
section  848  is  generally  determined 
vydth  reference  to  premiums  for  certain 
categories  of  life  insurance  and  other 
contracts  ("si>ecified  contracts”).  Thus, 
for  each  specified  contract,  an  amount 
of  expenses  must  be  capitalized  and 
amortized  equal  to  a  percentage  of  the 
current  year’s  net  premiums  (i.e.,  gross 
premiums  minus  return  premiums  and 
reinsurance  premiums)  for  that  contract. 
The  percentage  varies,  depending  on  the 
type  of  specified  contract  in  question, 
according  to  a  schedule  set  forth  in 
section  848(c)(1). 

8.  Although  fiamed  in  terms  of 
requiring  a  portion  of  an  insurance 
company’s  general  expenses  to  be 
capitalized  and  amortized,  section  848 
in  effect  accelerates  the  realization  of 
income  from  specified  contracts  for 
federal  income  tax  purposes,  and  hen(» 
the  payment  of  taxes  on  the  income 
generated  by  those  contracts.  When  the 
time  value  of  money  is  taken  into 
account,  this  has  the  economic 
consequence  of  increasing  the  tax 
burden  borne  by  the  insurance  company 
that  is  attributable  to  such  contracts. 
Because  the  amount  of  general 
deductions  that  must  be  capitalized  and 
amortized  is  measured  by  premiums 
paid  for  specified  contracts,  an 
increased  tax  burden  results  fittm  the 
receipt  of  those  premiums.  In  this 
respect,  tfie  impact  of  section  848  can  be 
compared  to  that  of  a  state  premium  tax. 

9.  The  Contracts  are  specified 
contracts  that  fall  into  the  category  of 
life  insurance  contracts,  and  under 
section  848,  7.7  percent  of  the  net 
premiums  received  for  the  Contracts 
must  be  capitalized  and  amortized. 

10.  The  increased  tax  burden  resulting 
from  section  848  on  every  $10,000  of  net 
premiums  received  for  the  Contracts  can 
be  quantified  as  follows.  In  the  year 
when  the  premiums  are  received,  a 
Company’s  general  deductions  are 
reduced  by  $731.50,  i.e.,  an  amount 
equal  to  (a)  7.7  percent  of  $10,000,  or 
$770,  minus  (b)  one-half  year's  portion 
of  the  ten-year  amortization,  or  $38.50. 
Using  a  34  percent  corporate  tax  rate, 
this  results  in  an  increase  in  tax  for  the 
current  year  of  $248.71.  This  amount 
will  be  partially  offset  by  increased 
deductions  that  will  be  allowed  during 
the  next  ten  years  as  a  result  of 
amortizing  the  remainder  of  the  $770 
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($77  in  each  of  the  following  nine  years 
and  $38.50  in  the  tenth  year). 

11.  In  the  business  judgment  of 
Merrill  Lynch  Life  and  of  New  York, 
a  discount  rate  of  at  least  20  percent  is 
appropriate  for  use  in  calculating  the 
present  value  of  the  Companies’ 
respective  future  tax  deductions 
resulting  from  the  amortization 
describe  above.  Applicants  submit  that 
each  Company’s  targeted  rate  of  return, 

i.e.,  the  return  each  Company  seeks  on 
invested  capital,  is  in  excess  of  10 
percent.  To  the  extent  that  capital  must 
be  used  by  a  Company  to  satisfy  its 
increased  federal  tax  burden  under 
section  848  resulting  from  the  receipt  of 
premiums,  such  capital  is  not  available 
to  the  Company  for  investment.  Thus, 
the  cost  to  each  Company  of  capital 
used  to  satisfy  its  increased  federal  tax 
burden  under  section  848  is,  in  essence, 
each  Company’s  targeted  rate  of  return, 
and  accordingly,  the  targeted  rate  of 
return  is  appropriate  for  use  in  this 
present  value  calculation.  To  the  extent 
that  the  10  percent  discount  rate  is 
lower  than  each  Company’s  actual 
targeted  rate  of  return.  Applicants 
submit  that  a  measure  of  comfort  is 
provided  that  the  calculation  of  each 
Company’s  increased  tax  burden 
attributable  to  the  receipt  of  premiums 
will  continue  to  be  reasonable  over 
time,  even  if  the  corporate  tax  rate 
applicable  to  the  Companies  is  reduced, 
or  their  targeted  rate  of  return  is 
lowered. 

12.  In  determining  the  targeted  rate  of 
return  used  in  arriving  at  this  discount 
rate,  each  Company  states  that  it 
considered  a  number  of  factors.  First, 
each  Company  identified  the  level  of 
investment  return  that  can  be  expected 
to  be  earned  risk-hree  over  the  long  term. 
This  rate  is  based  upon  the  expected 
yield  on  30-year  U.S.  Treasury  bonds. 
Then,  this  rate  was  increased  by  the 
market  risk  premium  that  is  demanded 
by  equity  investors  to  compensate  such 
investors  for  the  risks  associated  with 
equity  investments.  This  premium  is 
based  upon  the  average  excess  return 
earned  by  investing  in  equities  as 
compared  to  that  earned  by  investing  in 
risk-free  instruments,  (i.e.,  long-term 
U.S.  Treasury  bonds).  Finally,  the 
resulting  rate  was  modified  to  reflect  the 
relative  volatility  of  an  equity 
investment  in  Merrill  Lynch  &  Co.,  Inc., 
the  indirect  parent  of  each  Company. 
Applicants  represent  that  such  factors 
are  appropriate  factors  to  consider  in 
determining  each  Company’s  targeted 
rate  of  return. 

13.  Using  a  corporate  tax  rate  of  34 
percent  and  assuming  a  discount  rate  of 
10  percent,  the  present  value  of  the  tax 
effect  of  the  increased  deductions 


allowable  in  the  following  ten  years, 
which  partially  offsets  the  increased  tax 
burden,  comes  to  $155.82.  The  effect  of 
section  848  on  the  Contracts  is, 
therefore,  an  increased  tax  burden  with 
a  present  value  of  $92.89  for  each 
$10,000  of  net  premiums,  i.e.,  $248.71 
minus  $155.82. 

14.  State  premium  taxes  are 
deductible  in  computing  each 
Company’s  federal  income  taxes.  Thus, 
the  Companies  do  not  incur  incremental 
income  tax  when  they  pass  on  state 
premium  taxes  to  contract  holders.  In 
contrast,  federal  income  taxes  are  not 
deductible  in  computing  a  Company’s 
federal  income  taxes.  In  order  to 
compensate  each  Company  fully  for  the 
impact  of  section  848,  therefore,  it 
would  be  necessary  to  allow  the 
Company  to  impose  an  additional 
charge  that  would  make  it  whole  not 
only  for  the  $92.89  additional  tax 
burden  attributable  to  section  848,  but 
also  for  the  tax  on  the  additional  $92.89 
itself.  This  tax  can  be  determined  by 
dividing  $92.89  by  the  complement  of 
the  34  percent  federal  corporate  income 
tax  rate,  i.e.,  66  percent,  resulting  in  an 
additional  charge  of  $140.74  for  each 
$10,000  of  net  premiums,  or  1.41 
percent. 

15.  Based  on  prior  experience,  each 
Company  believes  that  it  is  reasonable 
to  expect  that  virtually  all  future 
deductions  will  be  fully  taken.  It  is  the 
judgment  of  each  Company  that  a  charge 
of  1.25  percent  would  reimburse  it  for 
the  impact  of  section  848  on  its  federal 
tax  liabilities.  Applicants  represent  that 
the  charge  to  be  deducted  by  each 
Company  pursuant  to  the  relief 
requested  is  reasonably  related  to  such 
Company’s  increased  federal  tax  burden 
under  section  848,  taking  into  account 
the  benefit  to  each  Company  of  the 
amortization  permitted  by  section  848, 
and  the  use  by  each  Company  of  a  10 
percent  discount  rate  in  computing  the 
cost  of  the  increased  tax  burden  and  the 
future  deductions  resulting  from  such 
amortization,  such  rate  being  no  greater 
than  each  Company’s  targeted  rate  of 
return. 

Applicants’  Legal  Analysis 

1.  Section  6(c)  of  the  1940  Act 
provides,  in  pertinent  part,  that  the 
Commission,  by  order  upon  application, 
may  conditionally  or  unconditionally 
exempt  any  person,  securities,  or 
transactions  from  any  provision  of  the 
1940  Act  if  and  to  the  extent  that  such 
exemption  is  necessary  or  appropriate 
in  the  public  interest  and  consistent 
with  the  protection  of  investors  and  the 
purposes  fairly  intended  by  the  policy 
and  provisions  of  the  1940  Act. 


2.  Applicants  request  a  Commission 
order  pursuant  to  section  6(c)  of  the 
1940  Act  exempting  Applicants  from 
the  provisions  of  section  27(c)(2)  of  the 
1940  Act,  from  paragraph  (c)(4)(v)  of 
Rule  6e-2  thereunder,  and  from 
paragraph  {c)(4)(v)  of  Rule  6e-3(T) 
thereunder,  to  the  extent  necessary  to 
permit  Applicants  to  deduct  from 
premiums  received  in  connection  with 
certain  scheduled  premium,  single 

f>remium,  or  flexible  premium  variable 
ife  insurance  contracts  an  amount  that 
is  reasonable  in  relation  to  each 
Company’s  federal  tax  burden  related  to 
receipt  of  such  premiums. 

3.  Applicants  assert  that  it  is  proper 
for  an  insurer  to  deduct  a  charge  for  the 
insurer’s  tax  burden  attributable  to 
premiums  received  from  variable  life 
insurance  premiums,  and  to  exclude 
such  a  deduction  from  sales  load, 
because  the  deduction  for  the  insurer’s 
increased  federal  tax  burden  is  a 
legitimate  expense  of  the  company,  and 
is  not  for  sales  and  distribution 
expenses.  Applicants  note  that  the 
Commission  has  previously  considered 
similar  deductions  for  tax  burdens  with 
respect  to  premium  taxes  in  connection 
with  its  adoption  of  Rule  6e-2  and  Rule 
6e-3{T).  In  each  case,  the  Commission 
ermitted  deductions  for  such  taxes  to 
e  made  and  to  be  treated  as  other  than 
sales  load.  Applicants  assert  that  the 
propriety  of  a  charge  for  an  insurer’s  tax 
burden  attributable  to  premiums 
received  is  the  same  whether  such 
burden  arises  imder  state  or  federal  law 

4.  Section  27(c)(2)  of  the  1940  Act 
prohibits  the  sale  of  periodic  payment 
plan  certificates  unless  the  proceeds  of 
all  payments  (except  such  amounts  as 
are  deducted  for  sales  load)  are  held 
under  an  indenture  or  agreement 
containing  in  substance  the  provisions 
required  by  sections  26(a)  (2)  and  (3)  of 
the  1940  Act.  Applicants  state  that  Rule 
6e-3(T){b)(13)(iii)  makes  explicit  what 
Rule  6e-2(b)(13)(iii)  implies — that  such 
deductions  are  for  other  than  sales  load, 
and  include  deductions  to  pay  the 
insurer’s  tax  liabilities  arising  as  a  result 
of  its  receipt  of  premium  payments. 
Applicants  represent  that  this  relief  is 
provided  (implicitly  under  Rule  6e-2 
and  explicitly  under  Rule  6e-3(T)) 
without  regard  to  whether  such  tax 
liabilities  are  imposed  by  states  or  by 
other  governmental  entities.  Applicants 
seek  relief  from  section  27(c)(2)  of  the 
1940  Act  only  to  preclude  the 
possibility  that  the  proposed  deductions 
might  not  be  entitled  to  the  exemptive 
relief  provided  by  Rule  6e-2(b)(13)(iii) 
and  Rule  6e-3(T)(b)(13)(iii). 

5.  Rule  6e-2(b)(13)(iii)  provides  an 
exemption  from  Section  27(c)(2)  of  the 
1940  Act;  this  relief  permits  deductions 
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of  certain  charges  other  than  sales  load, 
including  “administrative  expenses.” 
Rule  6e-3(T)(b)(13)(iii)  provides  similar 
relief  from  Action  27(c)(2)  of  the  1940 
Act  to  the  extent  necessary  to  permit  the 
deduction  of  certain  charges  other  than 
sales  load  including  “premium  or  other 
taxes  imposed  by  any  State  or  other 
governmental  entity.” 

6.  Applicants  assert  that  particularly 
in  light  of  the  Commission’s  action 
regarding  premium  taxes  in  connection 
with  the  adoption  of  Rule  6e-2  and  Rule 
6e-3(T),  the  requested  exemption  from 
section  27(c)(2)  of  the  1940  Act  should 
be  granted.  Applicants  note  that 
Commission  has  granted  exemptive 
relief  substantially  similar  to  that 
requested  by  the  Applicants.* 

7.  Rule  6e-2(c)(4)  and  Rule  6e- 
3(T)(c)(4)  each  define  “sales  load”  for 
purposes  of  the  respective  Rule  as  the 
excess  of  premium  payments  over 
certain  itemized  charges  and 
adjustments.  A  deduction  for  an 
insurer’s  increased  federal  tax  burden  as 
described  above  does  not  fall  squarely 
into  any  of  those  itemized  charges  or 
deductions,  arguably  causing  such  a 
deduction  to  be  treated  as  part  of  “sales 
load”  under  a  literal  reading  of 
paragraph  (c)(4)  of  each  Rule. 

8.  Applicants  submit  that  there  is  no 
public  policy  reason  that  deductions 
made  to  pay  costs  attributable  to  federal 
taxes  should  be  treated  as  part  of  sales 
load,  nor  is  there  any  language  in  the 
releases  in  which  the  Commission 
adopted  Rule  6e-2  or  adopted  and 
amended  Rule  6e-3(T)  suggesting  that 
such  a  result  was  intended,  despite  the 
literal  wording  of  paragraph  (c)(4)  each 
Rule. 

9.  The  exemption  requested  by  the 
Applicants  is  necessary  in  order  for 
them  to  rely  on  certain  provisions  of 
paragraph  (b)(13)  of  each  Rule,  and 
particularly  on  subparagraph  (b)(13)(i) 
of  Rule  6e-2  or  subparagraph  (b)(13)(i) 
of  Rule  6e“3(T),  as  applicable,  each  of 
which  provides  exemptions  from 
Sections  27(a)(1)  and  27(h)(1)  of  the 
1940  Act.  Issuers  and  their  affiliates 
may  only  rely  on  subparagraph  (b)(13)(i) 
of  Rule  6e-2  or  Rule  6e-3(T)  if  they 
meet  the  Rule’s  alternative  limitations 
on  sales  load,  as  defined  in  paragraph 
(c)(4)  of  each  Rule.  Applicants  state  that, 
depending  upon  the  load  structure  of  a 

f)articular  Contract,  these  alternative 
imitations  may  not  be  met  if  the 
deduction  for  the  increased  in  the 
issuer’s  federal  tax  burden  is  included 
in  sales  load. 


’  Manufocturers  Life  Insurance  Company  of 
America.  Release  No.  IC-18891  (Aug.  11, 1992) 
(notice);  Release  No.  IC-16942  (Sept.  10, 1992) 
(order). 


10.  The  public  policy  that  underlies 
subparagraph  (b)(13)(i)  of  each  Rule, 
like  that  which  imderlies  sections 
27(a)(1)  and  27(h)(1)  of  the  1940  Act,  is 
to  prevent  excessive  sales  loads  from 
being  charged  in  connection  with  the 
sale  of  periodic  payment  plan 
certificates.  Applicants  submit  that  the 
treatment  of  a  tax  burden  charge 
attributable  to  premium  payments  as 
sales  load  would  not  in  any  way  further 
this  legislative  purpose  berause  such  a 
deduction  has  no  relation  to  the 
payment  of  sales  commissions  or  other 
distribution  expenses.  Applicants  state 
that  the  Commission  has  concurred  with 
this  conclusion  by  excluding  deductions 
for  state  premiums  taxes  from  the 
definition  of  “sales  load”  in  paragraph 
(c)(4)  of  each  Rule. 

1.  Applicants  assert  that  the  genesis  of 
the  definition  specified  in  paragraph 
(c)(4)  of  each  Rule  supports  this 
analysis.  Section  2(a)(35)  of  the  1940 
Act  provides  a  scale  against  which  the 
percentage  limits  of  sections  27(a)(1) 
and  27(h)(1)  of  the  1940  Act  may  Ira 
measured.  Applicants  state  that 
paragraph  (c)(4)  is  simply  a  more 
specific  articulation  of  the  requirements 
of  section  2(a)(35)  of  the  1940  Act  as 
applied  to  variable  life  insurance 
contracts.  Section  2(a)(35)  of  the  1940 
Act,  like  the  definition  specified  in 
paragraph  (c)(4)  of  each  Rule,  defines 
sales  load  derivatively.  Applicants 
assert  that  the  Commission’s  intent  in 
adopting  paragraph  (c)(4)  of  Rule  6e-2 
and  of  Rule  6e-3(T)  was  to  tailor  the 
general  terms  of  Section  2(a)(35)  to 
scheduled  premium,  single  premium, 
and  flexible  premium  variable  life 
insurance  contracts:  this  facilitated 
verification  by  the  (Commission  of 
compliance  with  the  sales  load  limits 
set  forth  in  subparagraph  (b)(13)(i)  of 
each  Rule.  Rule  6e-2(c)(4)  and  Rule  6e- 
3(T)(c)(4)  do  not  depart,  in  principal, 
from  S^tion  2(a)(35). 

12.  Section  2(a)(35)  of  the  1940  Act 
excludes  deductions  from  payments  for 
“issue  taxes”  fitim  the  definition  of 
sales  load  under  the  1940  Act. 
Applicants  submit  that  this  suggests  that 
it  is  consistent  with  the  1940  Act’s 
policies  to  exclude  from  the  definition 
of  “sales  load”  in  Rule  6e-2  and  Rule 
6e-3(T)  deductions  made  to  pay  an 
insurer’s  costs  attributable  to  its  tax 
obligations.  Further,  Applicants  submit 
that  the  reference  in  section  2(a)(35)  to 
administrative  expenses  or  fees  that  are 
“not  properly  chargeable  to  sales  or 
promotional  activities”  suggests  that  the 
only  deductions  intended  to  fall  within 
the  definition  of  sales  load  are  those  that 
are  properly  chargeable  to  such 
activities.  Because  the  proposed 
deductions  will  be  used  to  compen.sate 


each  Ck)mpany  for  its  increased  federal 
tax  burden  attributable  to  the  receipt  of 
premiums,  and  are  not  properly 
chargeable  to  sales  or  promotional 
activities.  Applicants  assert  that  the 
language  in  Section  2(a)(35)  is  another 
indication  that  not  treating  such 
deductions  as  sales  load  is  consistent 
with  the  policies  of  the  1940  Act. 

13.  Finally,  Applicants  state  that  the 
limitation  to  state  premium  taxes  of  the 
premium  tax  exclusion  frnm  the 
definition  of  “sales  load”  in  Rule  6e- 
2(c)(4)(v)  and  in  Rule  6e-3(T)(c)(4)(v)  is 
probably  an  historical  accident;  when 
Rule  6e-2  and  Rule  6e-3(T)  were  each 
adopted  and,  in  the  case  of  Rule  6e- 
3(T),  later  amended,  the  additional 
section  848  tax  burden  attributable  to 
the  receipt  of  premiums  did  not  yet 
exist.  Also,  as  noted  above.  Applicants 
submit  that  the  (Dommission’s  action  in 
granting  relief  that  is  substantially 
similar  to  that  requested  by  the 
Applicants  indicate  that  these 
deductions  are  properly  treated  as  other 
than  sales  load. 

14.  Applicants  assert  that  the  terms  of 
the  relief  requested  with  respect  to 
Contracts  to  be  issued  through  the 
Separate  Accounts  or  throu^  Future 
Accounts  are  consistent  with  the 
standards  enumerated  in  section  6(c)  of 
the  1940  Act.  Without  the  requested 
relief,  each  (Company  would  have  to 
request  and  obtain  exemptive  relief  for 
each  Ckintract  to  be  issued  through  a 
Future  Account.  Applicants  state  that 
such  additional  requests  for  exemptive 
relief  would  present  no  issues  under  the 
1940  Act  that  have  not  already  been 
addressed  in  this  request  for  exemptive 
relief. 

15.  Applicants  assert  that  the 
requested  relief  with  respect  to 
Ckintracts  issued  through  Future 
Accounts  is  appropriate  in  the  public 
interest  because  it  would  promote 
competitiveness  in  the  variable  life 
insurance  market  by  eliminating  the 
need  for  each  Company  to  file 
redundant  exemptive  applications, 
thereby  reducing  its  administrative 
expranses  and  maximizing  the  efficient 
use  of  its  resources.  The  delay  and 
expense  involved  in  having  to 
repeatedly  seek  exemptive  relief  would 
impair  each  Ck>mpany’s  ability  to 
effectively  take  advantage  of  business 
opportunities  as  they  arise.  In  addition. 
Applicants  state  that  the  requested  relief 
is  consistent  with  the  purposes  of  the 
1940  Act  and  the  protection  of  investors 
for  the  same  reasons.  If  each  Company 
were  required  to  repeatedly  seek 
exemptive  relief  with  respect  to  the 
same  issues  addressed  in  this  request  for 
relief,  investors  would  not  receive  any 
benefit  or  additional  protection  thereby 
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and  might  be  disadvantaged  as  a  result 
of  such  Company’s  increased  overhead 
expenses. 

Conditions  for  Relief 

1.  Applicants  represent  that  each 
Company  will  monitor  the 
reasonableness  of  the  charge  to  be 
deducted  by  such  Company  pursuant  to 
the  requested  exemptive  relief. 

2.  Applicants  represent  that  the 
registration  statement  for  each  Contract 
under  which  the  above-referenced 
charge  is  deducted  will  (i)  disclose  the 
charge;  (ii)  explain  the  purpose  of  the 
charge;  and  (iii)  state  that  the  charge  is 
reasonable  in  relation  to  the  applicable 
Company’s  increased  federal  tax  burden 
under  section  848  resulting  from  the 
receipt  of  premiums. 

3.  Applicants  represent  that  the 
registration  statement  for  each  Contract 
under  which  the  above-referenced 
charge  is  deducted  will  contain  as  an 
exhibit  an  actuarial  opinion  as  to  (i)  the 
reasonableness  of  the  charge  in  relation 
to  the  applicable  Company’s  increased 
federal  tax  burden  under  section  848 
resulting  from  the  receipt  of  premiums; 
(ii)  the  reasonableness  of  the  targeted 
rate  of  return  that  is  used  in  calculating 
such  charges;  and  (iii)  the 
appropriateness  of  the  factors  taken  into 
account  by  such  Company  in 
determining  such  targeted  rate  of  return. 

Conclusion 

Applicants  submit  that  for  the  reasons 
and  upon  the  facts  set  forth  above,  the 
requested  exemptions  from  section 
27(c)(2)  of  the  1940  Act,  paragraph 
(c)(4)(v)  of  Rule  6e-2  thereunder,  and 
paragraph  (c)(4)(v)  of  Rule  6e-3(T) 
thereunder  to  permit  the  Companies  to 
deduct  1.25%  of  premium  payments 
under  the  Contracts  meet  the  standards 
in  Section  6(c)  of  the  1940  Act.  In  this 
regard.  Applicants  assert  that  granting 
the  relief  requested  in  this  application 
would  be  appropriate  in  the  public 
interest  and  consistent  with  the 
protection  of  investors  and  the  purposes 
fairly  intended  by  the  policy  and 
provisions  of  the  1940  Act. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Investment  Management,  under  delegated 
authority. 

Margaret  H.  McFarland, 

Deputy  Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.  93-12199  Filed  5-21-93;  8.45  am] 
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[Rel.  No.  IC-1947S;  812-«390] 

Smith  Barney,  Harris  Upham  &  Co. 

Inc.;  Temporary  Order  arKi  Notice  of 
Application 

May  18, 1993. 

AGENCY:  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  (the  “SEC”  or 
“Commission”). 

ACTION:  Temporary  order  and  notice  of 
application  for  permanent  order  of 
exemption  under  the  Investment 
Company  Act  of  1940  (the  “Act”). 

APPLICANT:  Smith  Barney,  Harris  Upham 
&  Co.,  Inc. 

RELEVANT  ACT  SECTIONS:  Exemption  from 
section  9(a)  under  section  9(c). 

SUMMARY  OF  APPUCATION:  Applicant  has 
been  granted  a  temporary  conditional 
order,  and  has  requested  a  permanent 
conditional  order,  under  section  9(c) 
exempting  applicant  from  section  9(a)  to 
the  extent  necessary  to  permit  applicant 
to  employ  two  individuals  who  are 
subject  to  securities  related  injunctions. 
FILING  DATE:  The  application  was  fried 
on  May  14, 1993. 

HEARING  OR  NOTIFICATION  OF  HEARING; 

Interested  persons  may  request  a 
hearing  on  the  application  by  writing  to 
the  SEC’s  Secretary  and  serving 
applicant  with  a  copy  of  the  request, 
personally  or  by  mail.  Hearing  requests 
should  be  received  by  the  SEC  by  5:30 
p.m.  on  June  14, 1993,  and  should  be 
accompanied  by  proof  of  service  on 
applicant  in  the  form  of  an  affidavit  or, 
for  lawyers,  a  certificate  of  service. 
Hearing  requests  should  state  the  nature 
of  the  writer’s  interest,  the  reason  for  the 
request,  and  the  issues  contested. 
Persons  who  wish  to  be  notified  of  a 
hearing  may  request  notification  by 
writing  to  the  SEC’s  Secretary. 
ADDRESSES:  Secretary,  SEC.  450  Fifth 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20549; 
Applicant,  1345  Avenue  of  the 
Americas,  New  York,  NY  10105. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

John  V.  O’Hanlon,  Staff  Attorney,  at 
(202)  272-3922,  or  Elizabeth  G. 
Osterman.  Branch  Chief,  at  (202)  272- 
3016  (Division  of  Investment 
Management,  Offrce  of  Investment 
Company  Regulation) . 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
following  is  a  summary  of  the 
application.  The  complete  application 
may  be  obtained  for  a  fee  from  the  SEC’s 
Public  Reference  Branch. 

Applicant’s  Representations 

1.  Applicant  is  a  securities  brokerage 
and  investment  banking  frrm.  Applicant 
also  is  a  registered  investment  adviser. 
Applicant  serves  as  (a)  investment 


adviser  to  The  Inefficient-Market  Fund, 
Inc.;  (b)  sub-adviser  to  Smith  Barney 
Equity  Funds,  Inc.,  Smith  Barney 
Funds,  Inc.,  Smith  Barney  Variable 
Account  Funds,  and  Smith  Barney 
World  Funds,  Inc.;  (c)  principal 
underwriter  to  the  Smith  Barney  Funds, 
Smith  Barney  Money  Funds,  Inc.,  Smith 
Barney  Muni  Bond  Funds,  and  Smith 
Barney  Tax  Free  Money  Fund,  Inc.;  and 
(d)  a  depositor  and  principal 
underwriter  of  numerous  unit 
investment  trusts. 

2.  Primerica  Corporation  is 
applicant’s  ultimate  parent  corporation, 
cither  indirect  subsidiaries  of  Ffrimerica 
also  are  engaged  in  the  broker-dealer, 
depositor,  and  investment  advisory 
businesses,  including  with  respect  to 
registered  investment  companies. 

3.  On  March  12,  1993,  applicant 
entered  into  an  acquisition  agreement 
pursuant  to  which,  among  other  things, 
applicant  agreed  to  acquire  (the 
“Acquisition”)  the  domestic  retail 
brokerage  and  asset  management 
businesses  of  Shearson  Lehman 
Brothers  Inc.  (“Shearson”).  The 
Acquisition  includes  the  stock  of  The 
Robinson-Humphrey  Ciompany,  Inc. 
(“Robinson-Humphrey”),  a  subsidiary  of 
Shearson.  Applicant  expects  to 
complete  the  Acquisition  sometime  in 
the  third  quarter  of  1993.  Applicant 
then  will  change  its  name  to  Smith 
Barney  Shearson,  Inc. 

4.  During  its  due  diligence  review  of 
Shearson ’s  operations  after  execution  of 
the  acquisition  agreement,  applicant 
learned  that  Sheldon  Wilshinsky 
C’Wilshinsky”),  a  financial  consultant  at 
Shearson,  and  Lawrence  Marsh 
(“Marsh”),  an  employee  of  Robinson- 
Humphrey,  are  subject  to  securities 
related  injunctions.  Wilshinsky  and 
Marsh  (the  “Subject  Employees”)  are 
among  the  individuals  whom  applicant 
anticipated  would  continue  as 
employees  of  Smith  Barney  Shearson. 
Inc.  On  April  12, 1993,  the  Subject 
Employees  resigned  from  their 
respective  positions  at  Shearson  and 
Robinson-Humphrey.  Applicant 
proposes  to  employ  the  Subject 
Employees  as  registered  representatives 
at  the  earliest  possible  time,  subject  to 
receiving  the  requested  exemption. 

5.  In  1976,  while  employed  by 
Shearson  as  a  registered  representative, 
Wilshinsky  was  permanently  enjoined 
from  engaging  in  certain  manipulative 
or  deceptive  practices  in  connection 
with  the  offer  or  sale  of  securities. 
Wilshinsky  consented  to  the  injunction 
in  a  suit  brought  by  the  Commission 
alleging  violations  of  section  17(a)  of  the 
Securities  Act  of  1933  (the  “Securities 
Act”),  and  section  10(b)  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934  (the  “Exchange 
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Act")  and  rule  lOb-5  thereunder.  The 
Commission’s  complaint  alleged  that  in 
1975  Wilshinsky  was  offered  and 
received  stock  in  Tucker  Drilling 
Company  Inc.  as  compensation  for  his 
efforts  in  soliciting  purchasers  of 
Tucker’s  stock,  and  that  Wilshinsky 
failed  to  disclose  the  compensation  to 
the  prospective  purchasers  of  Tucker’s 
stock.  Wilshinsky  also  was  suspended 
from  association  with  any  broker, 
dealer,  or  investment  company  for  a 
period  of  sixty  days  under  a  settlement 
of  an  administrative  proceeding 
instituted  by  the  Commission  involving 
the  same  conduct. 

6.  Since  the  entry  of  the  injunction 
and  suspension,  Wilshinsky  has  been 
involved  in  four  customer-initiated 
arbitration  proceedings.  One  of  such 
proceedings  was  settled  for  a  payment 
by  Shearson  of  $630.  In  the  remaining 
three  proceedings  the  claims  were 
dismissed.  In  addition,  Shearson 
received  two  customer  complaints 
relating  to  Wilshinsky  that  did  not 
result  in  any  arbitration  proceeding, 
settlement,  or  other  formal  action. 

7.  In  1983,  while  employed  by 
Shearson  as  a  registered  representative. 
Marsh  was  permanently  enjoined  from 
engaging  in  certain  manipulative  or 
deceptive  practices  in  connection  with 
the  offer  or  sale  of  securities.  Marsh 
consented  to  the  injunction  in  a  suit 
brought  by  the  Commission  alleging 
violations  of  sections  10(b)  and  14(e)  of 
the  Exchange  Act  and  rule  lOb-5 
thereunder.  Marsh  also  agreed  to 
disgorge  approximately  $7,000  in 
profits.  The  Commission’s  complaint 
alleged  that  in  1980,  while  in  possession 
of  material  non-public  information 
concerning  Clark  Oil  &  Refining 
Corporation,  Marsh  purchased  stock  of 
Clark  without  disclosing  such 
information  to  the  sellers  of  the  stock. 
Since  the  entry  of  the  injunction, 
neither  Shearson  nor  Robinson- 
Humphrey  has  received  any  customer 
complaint  relating  to  Marsh. 

8.  Applicant  notes  that  it  has 
extensive  compliance  and  registration 
procedures  to  ensure  that  prospective 
employees  who  are  subject  to  a  statutory 
disqualification  under  section  9  of  the 
Act  do  not  become  employed  by  any 
Smith  Barney  company  involved  in 
investment  company  activities  until  the 
section  9  issues  are  appropriately 

.  resolved.  These  policies  and  procedures 
I  will  continue  to  be  applicable  to  Smith 
r  Barney  Shearson,  Inc.  following  the 
Acquisition. 

Applicant’s  Legal  Analysis 

1.  If  the  Subject  Employees  become 
employees  of  applicant,  applicant  will 
[  be  su^ect  to  the  disqualification 


provisions  of  section  9(a).  Applicant 
requests  (a)  a  temporary  exemption  from 
the  provisions  of  section  9(a)  for  a 
period  of  90  days  following  the  date  of 
entry  of  the  temporary  order  to  relieve 
applicant  from  any  ineligibility  under 
section  9(a)  by  reason  of  the 
employment  by  applicant  of  the  Subject 
Employees;  and  (b)  a  permanent  order 
granting  the  requested  relief. 

2.  Section  9(a)(2)  of  the  Act,  in 
pertinent  part,  prohibits  any  person  who 
has  been  enjoined  from  engaging  in  or 
continuing  any  conduct  or  practice  in 
connection  with  the  purchase  or  sale  of 
a  security  from  acting  as  an  employee, 
officer,  director,  member  of  an  advisory 
board,  investment  adviser,  or  depositor 
of  any  registered  investment  company, 
or  principal  underwriter  for  any 
registered  open-end  company,  registered 
unit  investment  trust,  or  registered  face 
amount  certificate  company.  A  company 
with  an  employee  or  other  affiliated 
person  ineligible  to  serve  in  any  of  these 
capacities  under  section  9(a)(2)  is 
similarly  ineligible  under  section 
9(a)(3). 

3.  Section  9(c)  provides  that  the 
Commission  shall  grant  an  application 
for  an  exemption  from  the 
disqualification  provisions  of  section 
9(a),  either  unconditionally  or  on  an 
appropriate  temporary  or  other 
conditional  basis,  if  it  is  established  that 
these  provisions,  as  applied  to  the 
applicant,  are  unduly  or 
disproportionately  severe  or  that  the 
conduct  of  the  applicant  has  been  such 
as  not  to  make  it  against  the  public 
interest  or  protection  of  investors  to 
grant  such  application. 

4.  Applicant  asserts  that  the 
application  of  the  prohibitions  of 
section  9(a)  to  applicant  by  reason  of  the 
employment  of  the  Subject  Employees 
would  be  unduly  and 
disproportionately  severe.  Applicant 
also  asserts  that  the  conduct  of 
applicant  and  the  Subject  Employees 
has  been  such  as  to  make  it  not  against 
the  public  interest  or  the  protection  of 
investors  to  grant  the  requested  relief. 

5.  Applicant  states  that  the  Subject 
Employees  will  not  serve  in  any 
capacity  related  in  any  way  to  the 
provision  of  investment  advice  to  any 
registered  investment  company  or  to 
acting  as  principal  underwriter  to  any 
registered  open-end  investment 
company  or  as  principal  underwriter  or 
depositor  to  any  registered  unit 
investment  trust.*  The  Subject 
Employees  will  not  be  officers  of 
applicant  or  serve  in  a  policy-making 


*  Applicant  states  that  it  expects  that  the  Subject 
Employees  will  be  involved  to  some  degree  in  the 
retail  sale  of  investment  company  securities. 


role  or  participate  in  the  management  or 
administrative  activities  of  applicant 
relating  to  registered  investment 
companies. 

6.  Applicant  states  that  the  conduct 
complained  of  by  the  Commission  on 
the  part  of  the  Subject  Employees  does 
not  relate  to  investment  company 
activities.  Applicant  notes  that  the 
injunction  against  Wilshinsky  was 
entered  more  than  16  years  ago  and  the 
injunction  against  Marsh  was  entered 
more  than  10  years  ago.  Neither  of  the 
Subject  Employees  has  been  subject  to 
similar  action,  nor  to  the  knowledge  of 
applicant  have  any  complaints  (other 
than  the  complaints  described  above) 
been  filed  against  the  Subject 
Employees  with  the  Commission,  any 
self-regulatory  organization,  or  any  state 
securities  commission,  since  the  date  of 
their  respective  injunctions. 

7.  Finally,  applicant  asserts  that  the 
balance  of  fairness  requires  that  the 
requested  relief  be  granted.  In  the 
Acquisition,  applicant  will  acquire  the 
customer  accounts  developed  and 
managed  by  the  Subject  Employees.  If 
the  exemption  is  not  granted,  applicant 
will  not  offer  to  employ  the  Subject 
Employees  because  to  do  so  would 
subject  applicant  to  a  section  9(a)  bar  on 
investment  company  activities. 
Consequently,  the  Subject  Employees 
would  be  cut  off  from  their  livelihoods 
and  their  customers  would  lose  the 
benefit  of  continuity  in  service. 

Applicant’s  Condition 

Applicant  agrees  that  any  order 
granted  by  the  Commission  pursuant  to 
the  application  will  be  subject  to  the 
condition  set  forth  below: 

Applicant  will  not  employ  either  of 
the  Subject  Employees  in  any  capacity 
related  directly  to  the  provision  of 
investment  advisory  services  for 
registered  investment  companies,  or 
acting  as  a  principal  underwriter  for  a 
registered  open-end  investment 
company,  or  as  a  principal  underwriter 
or  depositor  for  a  registered  unit 
investment  trust. 

Temporary  Order 

The  Division  of  Investment 
Management,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority,  has  considered  the  matter  and 
finds,  under  the  standards  of  section 
9(c),  that  applicant  has  made  the 
necessary  showing  to  justify  granting  a 
temporary  exemption.  Accordingly, 

It  is  ordered,  under  section  9(^  of  the 
Act.  that  applicant  is  hereby  temporarily 
exempted  fi^m  the  provisions  of  section 
9(a)  of  the  Act  until  the  earlier  of  August 
16, 1993  or  the  date  on  which  the 
Commission  takes  final  action  on  the 
application  for  an  order  granting 
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applicant  a  permanent  exemption  fttmi 
the  provisions  of  section  9(a). 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Investment  Managmnent,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

Margaral  H.  McFarland, 

Deputy  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  93-12198  Filed  5-21-93;  6:45  am} 
BHJJNG  CODC 


SMALL  BUSINESS  AOMINtSTRATlON 

[Declaration  of  DIsaater  Loan  Area  #2643] 

Alabama;  Dedaratlon  of  Disaster  Loan 
Area 

Tuscaloosa  County  end  the 
contiguous  counties  of  Bibb,  Fayette, 
Greene.  Hale.  Jeflerson,  Pickens,  and 
Walker  in  Alabama  constitute  a  disaster 
area  as  a  result  of  damages  caused  by 
severe  storms  and  tornadoes  which 
occurred  on  May  3. 1993.  Applications 
for  loans  for  physical  damage  may  be 
bled  until  the  close  of  business  on  July 
12, 1993  and  for  economic  injury  imtil 
the  close  of  business  on  February  14, 
1994  at  the  address  listed  below: 

U.S.  Small  Business  Administration, 
ENsaster  Area  2  OfHce,  One  Baltimore 
Place,  suite  300,  Atlanta,  GA  30308 

or  other  locally  announced  locations. 
The  interest  rates  are: 


For  Physical  Damage:  Percent 

Homeowners  with  credit  avail¬ 
able  elsewhere . . .  8.000 

Homeowners  without  credit 

available  elsewhere .  4.000 

Businesses  with  credit  available 

elsewhere . 8.000 

Businesses  and  non-proflt  orga¬ 
nizations  without  credit 

available  elsewhere .  4.000 

Others  (including  non-profit  or¬ 
ganizations)  with  credit  avail¬ 
able  elsewhere  . . . .  7.625 

For  Economic  Injury: 

Business  and  small  agricultural 
cooperatives  without  credit 
available  elsewhere _ ..........  4.000 


The  number  assigned  to  this  disaster 
for  physical  damage  is  264312  and  for 
economic  injury  the  number  is  790100. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59008). 

Dated:  May  13, 1993. 

ErekineB.  Bowles, 

Administrator. 

|FR  Doc.  93-12245  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am) 
nLUNQ  CODE  SOZS-OI-M 


[Declaration  o#  Oiaaater  Loon  Aroa  #2636;  - 
Amendment  #3] 

Florkio;  Docteration  of  Diaaatar  Loan 
Area 

The  above-numbered  Declaration  is 
hereby  amended,  effective  May  9,  to 
extend  the  deadline  fat  filing 
applicaticms  for  physical  damage  to  July 
1, 1993. 

All  other  information  remains  the 
same,  i.e.,  the  termination  date  for  filing 
applications  for  ectmcMnic  injury  is 
Elecember  13, 1993. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59008). 

Dated:  May  13, 1993. 

Beraard  Kulik, 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Disaster 
Assistance. 

(FR  Doc.  93-12248  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am] 
BOUNC  CODE  MZS-OI-M 


[Declaration  of  Economic  Injury  Diaaatar 
Loan  Area  #7908] 

Illinois  (And  A  Contiguous  County  in 
Iowa)  Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan 
Area 

Jersey  and  Rock  Island  Counties  and 
the  contiguous  Counties  of  Calhoun, 
Greene,  Henry,  Macoupin,  Madison, 
Mercer,  and  Whiteside  in  the  State  of 
Illinois  and  Clinton  County  in  the  State 
of  Iowa  constitute  an  economic  injury 
disaster  area  as  a  result  of  damages 
caused  by  severe  storms  and  torrential 
rains  which  began  in  mid-March  of 
1993.  Eligible  small  businesses  without 
credit  available  elsewhere  and  small 
agricultural  cooperatives  without  credit 
available  elsewhere  may  file 
applications  for  economic  injury 
assistance  until  the  close  of  business  on 
February  14, 1994  at  the  address  listed 
below: 

U.S.  Small  Business  Administration, 

Disaster  Area  2  OBice,  One  Baltimore 

Place,  suite  300,  Atlanta,  Georgia 

30308 

or  other  locally  announced  locations. 
The  interest  rate  for  eligible  small 
businesses  and  small  agricultural 
cooperatives  is  4  percent. 

Tne  economic  injury  numbers  are 
790800  for  Illinois  and  790900  for  Iowa. 

Muscatine  and  Scott  Coimties,  Iowa, 
which  are  contiguous  to  Rock  Island 
County,  Illinois,  are  covered  by  a 
declaration  for  the  State  of  Iowa,  with 
the  same  occurrence;  and  St.  Charles 
C^ounty,  Missouri,  which  is  contiguous 
to  Jersey  Cknmty,  Illinois,  is  covered  by 
a  declaration  for  the  State  of  Missouri 
with  the  same  occurrence. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  59002.) 


Dated:  May  14, 1993. 

Erskine  B.  Bowles, 

Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  93-12247  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am) 
BILUNO  CODE  MZS-OI-M 


[Decleratlon  of  Dleaeter  Loan  Area  #2644] 

Missouri;  Dscisration  of  Disaster  Loan 
Area 

As  a  result  of  the  President’s  major 
disaster  declaration  on  May  11. 1993, 1 
hnd  that  the  Counties  of  Lincoln  and  St. 
Charles  in  the  State  of  Missouri 
constitute  a  disaster  area  as  a  result  of 
damages  caused  by  severe  storms  and 
flooding  beginning  April  15  and 
continuing.  Applications  for  loans  for 
physical  damage  may  be  Hied  until  the 
close  of  business  on  July  10, 1993,  and 
for  loans  for  economic  injury  until  the 
close  of  business  on  Febrxiary  11, 1994, 
at  the  address  listed  below: 

U.S.  Small  Business  Administration, 

Disaster  Aree  3  Office,  4400  Amon 

Carter  Boulevard,  suite  102,  Fort 

Worth,  Texas  76155 
or  other  locally  announced  locations.  In 
addition,  applications  for  economic 
injury  loans  fi'om  small  businesses 
located  in  the  contiguous  counties  of 
Franklin,  Montgomery,  Pike,  St.  Louis 
and  Warren  in  the  State  of  Missouri,  and 
Calhoun,  Jersey  and  Madison  Counties 
in  the  State  of  Illinois  may  be  filed  until 
the  specified  date  at  the  above  location. 


The  interest  rates  are: 

For  Physical  Damage:  Percent 

Homeowners  with  credit 

available  elsewhere .  8.000 

Homeowners  without  credit 

available  elsewhere .  4.000 

Businesses  with*  credit  avail¬ 
able  elsewhere .  8.000 

Businesses  and  non-profit  or¬ 
ganizations  without  credit 

available  elsewhere .  4.000 

Others  (including  non-profit 
organizations)  with  credit 

available  elsewhere .  7.625 

For  Economic  Injury: 

Businesses  and  small  agricul¬ 
tural  cooperatives  without 
credit  available  elsewhere  ...  4.000 


The  number  assigned  to  this  disaster 
for  physical  damage  is  264406  and  for 
economic  injury  the  numbers  is  790200. 
The  economic  injury  number  for  Illinois 
is  790300. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59008). 

Dated:  May  17, 1993. 

Bernard  Kulik, 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Disaster 
Assistance. 

(FR  Doc.  93-12249  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45.am) 
BILLING  CODE  KaS-41-M 


Federal  Renter  /  Vcfl.  58,  No.  98  /  Monday,  May  24,  1993  /  Notices 


29051 


[Dederetien-of ’DiSMtar  Lean  ftraa  «SMS] 

JtoiCliCaieiliw^Mth  ContigiMNta 
CowfliMlfi  9o«1b  Oaaelifuiand 
Vir^Irtii^Dacilaeaiioii  cfOtaaeier’Loen 
Area 

Brunswick.  Cuorituck  and  Dare 
Counties  and  the  contiguous  counties  of 
Camden,  Columbus.  Hyde.  New 
Hanover,  and  Pender  in  North  Carolina; 
Horry  County  in  South  Carolina;  and  the 
Independent  Cities  of  Cbestqoe^  and 
Virginia  Beach  in  Virginia  oenstitnte  a 
^saster  .area  as  a  result 'Of  damages 
caused  by  a  severe  winter  storm  with 
high  winds,  flooding  and  heavy  snow 
which  occurred  on  March  12  through 
March  13. 1993.  Applications  for  Joans 
for  physical  damage  may  be  -filed  until 
the  close  of  buskiesson  July  12, 1993 
and  for  economic  injury  until  the  close 
of  business  on  February  14,1994  at  the 
address  listed  below: 

U.‘S.  Small  Business  Administration, 

Disaster  Area  '2  Office,  One  Baltimore 

Plaza,  suite  360,  Atlanta, CA  3030B 
or  other  locally  announced  locations. 


The  interest  rates  are: 

For  Physical  Damage;  Percent 

Homeowners  with  credit 

available  elsewhere .  8.000 

Homeowners  without  credit 

available  elsewhere .  4.000 

Businesses  with  credit  avail¬ 
able  elsewhere .  8:000 

Businesses  and  non-profit  or¬ 
ganizations  without  credit 

available  elsewhere . . .  4.000 

Others  (including  non-profit 
organizations)  with  credit 

available  elsewhere .  7.625 

For  Economic  Injury: 

Businesses  and  small  agricul¬ 
tural  cooperatives  without 
credit  available  elsewhere  ...  4.000 


The  numbers  assigned  to  this  disaster 
for  physical  damage  are,  for  North 
Carolina,  264511;  South  Carolina. 
264611;  and  Virginia,  2647.  For 
economic  injury  the  numbers  are,  for 
North  Carolina,  790400;  Sotrth  CMoIrna, 
7905;  and  Virginia,  790600. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59008). 

Dated:  May  13, 1993. 

Erskine  B.  Bowles, 

Administrator. 

IFR  Doc.  93-12246  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am] 
BiLUNC  CODE  SOZS-OI-M 


Los  Angeles  Oi^rJct  Advisory  Council; 
Public  Meeting 

The  U.S.  Small  Business 
Administration  !Los  Angeles  TKstrict 
Advisory  Coimcil  witlbefld  a  public 
meeting  at  9:30  a.m.  on  Thursday,  June 


17, 1993,  at  the  Casa  Sirena  Marina 
Resort,  3805  Peninsida  'Road,  Oxnard, 
California,  to  discuss  such  matters  as 
may  be  presented  by  manfoers,  staff  of 
the  U.S.  Small  Business  Administration, 
or  others  pres^. 

For  former  mformation.  ■write -ot  call 
Mr.  Michael  A.  Lee,  Dietrict  Director, 
U.S.  Small  Business  Administration. 

336  N.  Brand  Boulevard,  suite  1 260, 
Glendale,  California  91203,  (213)994- 
4569. 

Dated;  May  13, 1993. 

Dorothy  A.  OweraL  « 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator,  Office  of 
Advisory  Councils. 

IFR  Doc.  93-12243  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  ami 
BILUNfi  CODE  «l2»4t-4l 


DEPARTMENT  OFTRANSPORTATION 

Aviation  Proceedinos;  Agreements 
Filed  During  the  Week  Ended  May  14, 
1993 

The  following  Agreements  were  filed 
with  the  Department  of  Tran^ortation 
under  the  provisions  of  49  U.S.C.  412 
and  414.  Am6%oers  may  be  filed  within 
21  days  of  date  of  fiJing. 

Docket  Nuntber:  48802 
Date  fihd:  May  11, 1993 
Parties:  Members  of  the  'International 
Air  Transport  Association 
Subject:  MV/PSC/090  dated  April  15, 
1993  'RPl720a-Numbecing  System 
for  Traffic  Documents. 

Proposed  Effective  Date:  June  S,  1993 
PfayUkT.Kaylor. 

Chief.  Documentary  Services  Division. 

IFR  Doc.  93-12176  Filed 5-21-93;  8:45  am) 
SU.UM6  CODE 


Applications  for  Certificates  of  Public 
Convenience  and  Necessity  and 
Foreign  Air  Carrier  Permits  Filed  Under 
Subpart  Q  During  the  Week  Ended  May 
14. 1993 

The  following  Applications  for 
Certificates  of  Public  Convenience  and 
Necessity  and  Foreign  Air  Carrier 
Permits  were  filed  under  subpart -Q  of 
the  Elepartment  ofTraneportation’s 
Procedural  Regulations  (See  14-C7R 
302.1701  et  seq).  The  due  date  for 
Answers,  Conforming  Applications,  -or 
Motions  to  Modify  Scope  are  eUt  forth 
below  for  each 'application.  Following 
the  Answer  period  DOT  may  process  the 
application  by  .wcpedited  procedures. 
Such  procedures  may  consist  of  the 
adoption  of  a  show-cause  order,  .a 
tentative  order,  or  in  appropriate  cases 
a  final  order  without  further 
proceedings. 

Docket  Number:  49803 


Dote //Jed;  May  11,  T993 
Due  Date  for  Answers,  -Conforming 
Applications,  or  Motion  -to  Modffy 
Scope:  June  8, 1993 
Description:  Application  of 
World%vide  Airline  Services,  fnc.  d/ 
b/a  Leisure  Air,  pursuant  to  section 
401(d)(1)  of  the  Act  and  subpart  Q 
of  the  Regulations,  to  authorize 
Leisure  Air  to  engage  in  scheduled 
interstate  and  overseas  air 
transportation  of  persons,  property, 
and  ■mail. 

Phyllis  T.Kaylor, 

Chief.Documentary  Services  Division. 

IFR  Doc.  93-12177  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am] 

BN.UNQ>OOOC  4Stfr4»-« 


Federal  Aviation  Admlniatration 

Advisory  Circular;  Composite 
Propener  Btade  Fatigue  Substantiation 

AGENCV:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration.  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  issuance  of  advisory 
circular. 

SUMMABY:  This  notice  announces  the 
issuance  of  Advisory  Circular  (AC).  No. 
35.37-1,  Composite  Propeller  Blade 
Fatigue  Substantiation.  The  AC  provides 
information  and  guidance  concerning  an 
acceptable  methc^,  but  not -.the  only 
method,  by  which  composite  propeller 
blades  can  be  fatigue  evaluated  for 
determination  of  safe  vibratory  loadings, 
as  required  by  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (FAR)  35.37. 

DATES:  Advisory  Circular  No.  35J7-1 
was  issued  by  the  New  England  Aircraft 
Certification  Service,  Engine  and 
Propeller  Directorate,  on  May  11, 1993. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  (FAA), 
Attn:  Martin  Buckman,  Engine  and 
Propeller  Standards  Stafi,  ANE-110, 
Engine  and  Propeller  Directorate, 
Aircraft  Certification  Service.  12  New 
England  Executive  Park,  Burlington, 
Massachusetts  01803-5299,  telephone 
(€17)  273-7079,  fax  (617)  270-2412. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  WPORMATiON:  In  recent 
years,  propellers  with  composite  blades, 
introduced  by -several  domestic  and 
foreign  manirfactuiers,  have -been  t)q)e 
certificated.  These  blades  have  difierent 
design  'features -compared  to  blades 
manufactured '(tf  metal  or  wood. 

Composite  blades  have  fibers  that  can 
be  woven  or  aligned  in  specified 
directions  to  give  directional  properties. 
The  properties  also  depend  un  Bie  type 
of  fiber,  their  concentration,  and  matrix 
material. 

The-structme  can  exhibit  multiple 
modes  of  failure.  Allowable  design 
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stress  limits  must  consider  degrading 
effects  of  environmental  exposure 
expected  in  service,  such  as, 
temperature,  moisture,  erosion,  nicks, 
and  chemical  attack.  Additionally,  there 
are  new  and  different  design 
considerations  for  the  retention  of 
blades  in  the  hub. 

Interested  parties  were  given  the 
opportunity  to  review  and  comment  on 
the  draft  AC  during  the  proposal  and 
development  phases.  Notice  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (55 
FR  52928),  December  24, 1990,  to 
announce  the  availability  of,  and 
revest  comments  to,  the  draft  AC. 

This  advisory  circular,  published 
under  the  authority  granted  to  the 
Administrator  by  49  U.S.C.  106(g),  49 
U.S.C.  app.  1354(a),  1421  and  1423, 
provides  guidance  by  which  composite 
propeller  blades  can  be  fatigue 
evaluated  in  order  to  determine  safe 
vibratory  loadings. 

Issued  in  Burlington,  Massachusetts,  on 
May  11, 1993. 

Jack  A.  Sain, 

Manager.  Engine  and  Propeller  Directorate, 
Aircraft  Certification  Service. 

(FR  Doc.  93-  12178  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  ami 
BHJJNO  CODE  4910-19-M 


National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 

Rulemaking,  Research  and 
Enforcement  Programs  Meetings 

AGENCY:  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  announces  a 
public  meeting  at  which  NHTSA  will 
answer  questions  from  the  public  and 
the  automobile  industry  regarding  the 
agency's  rulemaking,  enforcement  and 
other  programs.  In  addition,  NHTSA 
will  hold  a  second  public  meeting  later 
in  the  day  to  answer  questions  and  give 
presentations  on  its  research  and 
development  programs. 

DATES:  The  Agency’s  regular,  quarterly 
public  meeting  relating  to  the  agency’s 
rulemaking,  enforcement  and  other 
programs  will  be  held  on  Jxme  23, 1993, 
beginning  at  9:30  a.m.  and  ending  at 
approximately  12:30  p.m.  Questions 
relating  to  the  agency’s  rulemaking, 
enforcement  and  other  programs  must 
be  submitted  in  writing  by  June  14, 
1993,  to  the  address  shovsm  below.  If 
sufficient  time  is  available,  questions 
received  after  the  June  14,  date  may  be 
answered  at  the  meeting.  The 
individual,  group  or  company 
submitting  a  question(s)  does  not  have 
to  be  present  for  the  question(s)  to  be 


answered.  A  consolidated  list  of  the 
questions  submitted  by  June  14, 1993, 
and  the  issues  to  be  discussed  will  be 
mailed  to  interested  persons  by  June  17, 
1993,  and  will  be  available  at  the 
meeting.  The  individual,  group  or 
company  asking  a  question  does  not 
have  to  be  present  for  the  question  to  be 
answered. 

Also,  later  in  the  day,  the  agency  will 
hold  a  second  public  meeting  devoted 
exclusively  to  a  presentation  of  research 
and  development  programs.  A 
subsequent  notice  will  provide  the 
agenda.  The  meeting  will  begin  at  1:30 
p.m.  and  end  at  approximately  5  p.m.  If 
time  permits,  the  R&D  meeting  will 
begin  earlier. 

ADDRESSES:  Questions  for  the  June  23 
NHTSA  Technical  Industry  Meeting,  to 
be  held  from  9:30  a.m.  to  12:30  p.m., 
relating  to  the  agency’s  rulemaking  and 
enforcement  programs  should  be 
submitted  to  Barry  Felrice,  Associate 
Administrator  for  Rulemaking,  NRM- 
01,  National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration,  room  5401,  400 
Seventh  Street  SW.,  Washington,  DC 
20590.  Comments  and  questions  for  the 
Research  and  Development  Program 
Meeting  to  be  held  from  1:30  p.m.  to  5 
p.m.  should  be  submitted  to  George  L. 
Parker,  Associate  Administrator  for 
Research  and  Development,  NRD-01, 
National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration,  room  6206,  400 
Seventh  Street  SW.,  Washington,  DC 
20590.  Both  meetings  will  be  held  at  the 
Ramada  Inn,  near  the  Detroit  Metro 
Airport,  8270  Wickham  Road,  Romulus, 
MI  48174, 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  NHTSA 
will  hold  its  regular,  quarterly  meeting 
from  9:30  a.m.  to  12:30  p.m.,  to  answer 
questions  from  the  public  and  the 
regulated  industries  regarding  the 
agency’s  rulemaking,  enforcement  and 
other  programs,  on  June  23, 1993.  Since 
the  agency  is  holding  a  separate  meeting 
on  its  crashworthiness,  crash  avoidance, 
and  data  collection  and  analysis 
research  programs,  any  comments  on 
those  programs  will  only  be  answered  at 
the  afternoon  meeting  and  should  be 
submitted  to  the  Research  and 
Development  Office.  Questions  on  other 
aspects  of  the  agency’s  research  and 
development  activities  (i.e.,  related  to 
ongoing  rulemakings  or  highway  safety 
issues),  should  be  submitted,  as  in  the 
past,  to  the  agency’s  Rulemaking  Office. 
The  meeting  will  be  held  at  the  Ramada 
Inn,  8270  Wickham  Road,  Romulus, 
Michigan.  The  purpose«of  the  meeting  is 
to  focus  on  those  phases  of  NHTSA 
activities  which  are  technical, 
interpretative  or  procedural  in  nature.  A 
transcript  of  the  meeting  will  be 


available  for  public  inspection  in  the 
NHTSA  Technical  Reference  Section  in 
Washington,  DC,  within  four  weeks  after 
the  meeting.  Copies  of  the  transcript 
will  then  be  available  at  ten  cents  a 
page,  (length  has  varied  horn  100  to  150 
pages)  upon  request  to  NHTSA 
Technical  Reference  Section,  room 
5108,  400  Seventh  Street,  SW., 
Washington  DC  20590.  The  Technical 
Reference  Section  is  open  to  the  public 
from  9:30  a.m.  to  4  p.m. 

At  the  NHTSA  research  and 
development  programs  meeting,  to  be 
held  from  1:30  p.m.  to  5  p.m.  addressing 
research  and  development  programs 
only,  the  agency  will  provide  detailed 
presentations  on  two  to  four  speciftc 
topics.  The  agency  previously  solicited 
suggestions  regarding  the  potential 
topics.  A  later  notice  will  identify  the 
specific  topics  and  the  agenda  for  the 
afternoon  R&D  meeting.  At  subsequent 
meetings  the  Agency  will  describe  other 
research  program  areas  and  respond  to 
questions.  As  with  the  regular  quarterly 
meeting  as  noted  above,  a  transcript  of 
the  meeting  will  be  available  for  public 
inspection  in  the  NHTSA  Technical 
Reference  Section. 

NHTSA  will  provide  auxiliary  aids  to 
participants  as  necessary,  during  the 
NHTSA  Technical  Industry  Meeting  and 
the  NHTSA  Industry  Research  and 
Development  Meeting.  Thus,  any  person 
desiring  assistance  of  "auxiliary  aids’’ 
(e.g.,  sign-language  interpreter, 
telecommunications  devices  for  deaf 
persons  (TDDs),  readers,  taped  texts, 
Brailled  materials,  or  large  print 
materials  and/or  a  magnifying  device), 
please  contact  Barbara  Carnes  on  (202) 
366-1810,  by  COB  June  17, 1993,  for  the 
9:30  a.m.  to  12:30  p.m.  portion  of  the 
meeting  or  Barbara  Coleman  (202)  366- 
1537  by  COB  June  17, 1993  for  the  1:30 
p.m.  to  5  p.m.  portion. 

Issued:  May  18, 1993. 

Barry  Felrice, 

Associate  Administrator  for  Rulemaking. 

(FR  Doc.  93-12164  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am) 
BILUNG  CODE  4910-59-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  VETERANS 
AFFAIRS 

Information  Collection  Under  0MB 
Review 

AGENCY:  Department  of  Veterans  Affairs. 
ACTION:  Notice. 

The  Department  of  Veterans  Affairs 
has  submitted  to  OMB  the  following 
proposals  for  the  collection  of 
information  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  (44  U.S.C. 
chapter  35).  This  document  lists  the 
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following  information:  (1)  iSie-title  of 
the  information  collection,  and  the 
Department  form  numberfs),  if 
applicable;  (2)  a  description  of  the  need 
and  its  use;  (3)  who  will  be  required  or 
asked  to  respond; ;(4)  an  estimate  o7ihe 
total  annual  reporting  hours,  and 
recordkeeping  burden,  if  applicable;  (5) 
the  estimated  average  burden  hours  per 
respondent;  (6)  the  frequency  of 
response;  and  (7)  an  estimated  number 
of  respondents.  • 

ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  the  proposed 
information  collections  and  supporting 
documents  may  be  obtained  from  Janet 
C.  Byers,  Veterans  Benefits 
Administration !(20A5),  Department  tif 
Veterans  Affairs,  810  Vermont  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20420  (202)  233- 
3021. 

Commente  and  questions  about  the 
items  on  the  list  should  be  directed  to 
VA’s  OMB  Desk  Officer,  Joseph  Lackey, 
NEOB,  room  3002,  Washington,  DC 
20503,  (202)  395-7316.  Do  not  send 
requests  for  benefits  to  this  address. 
DATES:  Comments  on  the  information 
collection  should  be  directed  to  the 
OMB  Desk  Officer  within  30  days  of  this 
notice. 

Dated:  May  10, 1993. 

By  direction  of  the  Secretary. 

Marjorie  M.  Leandri, 

Chief,  Records,  Reports  and  Regulations 
Division. 

Revision 

1.  Request  for  Employment  Information 
in  Connection  with  Claim  for 
Disability  Benefits,  VA  Form  21-4192 

2.  This  form  is  used  to  request 
employment  information  fiom  the 
veteran’s  most  recent  employer.  This 
information  is  used  to  determine 
disability  benefits. 

3.  Businesses  or  other  for-profit — Small 
businesses  or  organizations 

4. 15,000  hours 
5. 15  minutes 

6.  On  occasion 

7.  65,000  respondents 

Extension 

1.  Employment  Questionnaire,  VA 
Forms  21-4140,  21-4140-1  and  21- 
4140a 

2.  The  forms  are  used  to  gather 
continuing  unemployability 
information  to  determine  continued 
eligibility  for  100  percent 
compensation  based  on  individual 
unemployability. 

3.  Individuals  or  households 

4.  3,790  hours 

5.  5  minutes 

6.  On  occasion 

7.  45,480  respondents 


Extension 

1.  Income  Verification,  VA  Forms  21- 
0161  and  21-0161a 

2.  The  forms  are  used  to  verify  a 
beneficiary's  income-dependent 
benefits  in  connection  with  the 
administration  of  veterans  benefits. 
The  information  is  used  by  VAio 
accurately  adjust  pension  benefits 
payments  and  avoid  overpayments. 

3.  Individuals  or  households — State  or 
local  governments — ^Farms — 
Businesses  or  other  for-profit — 

Federal  agencies  or  employees — ^Non¬ 
profit  institutions — Small  businesses 
or  organizations 

4. 114,000  hours 

5.  30  minutes 

6.  On  occasion 

7.  228,000  respondents 

Reinstatement 

1.  Report  of  Medical  Examination  for 
Disability  B valuation,  VA  Form  21- 
2545 

2.  This  form  is  iisedto  collect  the 
necessary  information  from  a  dlaimant 
prior  to  undergoing  a  VA  examination 
and  to  record  the  findings  of  the 
examining  physician. 

3.  Individuals  or'households 

4.  45,000  hours 

5. 15  minutes 

6.  On  occasion 

7. 180,000  respondents 

Reinstatement 

1.  Loan  Guaranty:  Lender  Appraisal 
Processing  Program 

2.  The  information  collection  is  used  by 
authorized  lenders  to  determine  the 
reasonable  value  of  properties  being 
purchased  with  VA  guaranteed  loans. 

3.  State  or  local  governments — 
Businesses  or  other  for-profit — Small 
businesses  or  organizations 

4. 1  hour 

5.  30  minutes 

6.  On  occasion 

7.  23,300  respondents 

Reinstatement 

1.  Request  to  Employer  for  Employment 
Information  in  Connection  with  a 
Claim  for  Disability  Benefits,  VA 
Form  Letter  29-459 

2.  This  form  is  used  to  establish  the 
insured’s  eligibility  for  disability 
insurance  benefits. 

3.  Businesses  or  other  for-profit — Small 
businesses  or  organizations 

4.  862  hours 

5. 10  minutes 

6.  On  occasion 

7.  5,167  respondents. 

(FR  Doc.  93-12163  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am) 

BILUNO  CODE  B32(H>1-M 


Privacy  Act  0f  1974,  New  Routina  Uae 
Statement 

ACTION:  Notice;  New  Routine  Use 
Statement. 


SUMMARY:  As  required  by  Ihe  Privacy 
Act  of  1974, 5'U.S.C.  552a(e),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  the  Department  of 
Veterans  Affairs  (VA)  is  adding  a 
routine  use  toe  system  of  recoils. 

DATES:  Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  comments,  suggestions, 
or  objections  regarding  the  newToutine 
use.  All  relevant  material  received 
before  (Insert  30  days  after  date  of 
publication  in  Federal  Register)  will  be 
considered.  All  written  comments 
received  will  be  available  for  public 
inspection  in  Room  170  at  the  address 
given  below  between  the  hours  of  8  a.m. 
and  4:30  p.m.  Monday  through  Friday 
(except  holidays)  until  July  6, 1993.  If 
no  public  comment  is  received  during 
the  30-day  review  period  allowed  for 
public  comment  or  unless  otherwise 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  by 
VA,  the  routine  use  is  effective  June  23, 
1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Written  comments 
concerning  the  new  routine  use. may  be 
mailed  to  the  Secretary,  Department  of 
Veterans  Affairs  (271A),  810  Vermont 
Avenue,  NW,  Washington,  DC  20420. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Harold  Ramsey,  Program  Specialist, 
Medical  Administration  Service 
(161B4),  Department  of  Veterans  Afiairs, 
810  Vermont  Avenue,  NW,  Washington, 
DC  20420,  (202)  535-7657. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Consolidated  Omnibus  Budget 
Reconciliation  Act  of  1984,  Pub.  L.  99- 
272,  and  The  Omnibus  Budget 
Reconciliation  Act  of  1990,  Pub.  L.  101- 
508,  authorized  VA  to  recover  or  collect 
from  third-party  health  insurers  the  cost 
of  medical  care  furnished  to  veterans  for 
the  treatment  of  their  nonservice- 
connected  conditions.  The  routine  use 
is  proposed  to  permit  VA  to  disclose 
patient  identifying  information  to  the 
Civilian  Health  and  Medical  Program  of 
the  Uniformed  Services  of  the 
Department  of  Defense,  the  Federal 
Employees  Health  Benefit  Program  of 
the  Office  of  Personnel  Management, 
and  the  Medicare  Program  of  the 
Department  of  Health  and  Human 
Services  in  order  to  determine  if  there 
is  a  third-party  health  insurer 
responsible  for  the  medical  care  costs  of 
certain  VA  patients.  Patient  identifying 
information  will  also  be  disclosed  to 
third  parties  that  are  contracted  by  VA 
and  other  Federal  agencies  to  identify 
health  insurers  that  are  responsible  for 
the  medical  care  costs  of  certain  VA 
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patients.  The  receipt  of  such 
information  would  permit  VA  to  initiate 
recovery  action  in  those  cases  where 
patients  have  health  insiirance  coverage. 

The  proposed  routine  use  will  be 
added  to  the  system  of  records  entitled 
"Patient  Medical  Records — VA‘’ 
(24VA136)  set  forth  on  page  938  of  the 
Federal  Register  publication,  "Privacy 
Act  Issuances,  1991  Compilation. 
Volume  n"  and  amended  at  57  FR 
28003,  Jime  23, 1992,  and  57  FR  45419, 
October  1, 1992. 

Approved;  May  13, 1993. 

Hershel  W.  Gober, 

Deputy  Secretary. 

In  the  system  identified  as  24VA136, 
"Patient  Medical  Records — ^VA” 
appearing  on  page  938  of  the  Federal 
Register  publication,  "Privacy  Act 
Issuances,  1991  Compilation.  Volume 
n,"  and  amended  at  57  FR  28003,  Jime 
23. 1992,  and  57  FR  45419,  October  1, 
1992,  the  following  routine  use  is 
added: 

24VA136 

SYSTEM  NAME: 

Patient  Medical  Records — WA 

•  •  •  •  • 


ROUTINE  USES  Of  RECORDS  MAINTAINED  M  THE 
SYSTEM,  mCLUDINQ  CATEGORIES  OF  USERS  AND 
PURPOSES  OF  SUCH  USES: 

*  •  *  *  * 

42.  Patient  identifying  information 
may  be  disclosed  from  this  system  of 
records  to  Federal  agencies  such  as  the 
Department  of  Defense,  Office  of 
Personnel  Management  and  Department 
of  Health  and  Human  Services  and  VA 
and  government-wide  third-party 
contractors  for  the  purpose  of 
identifying  third-party  insurers 
responsible  for  payment  of  the  cost  of 
medical  care  for  the  identified  patients 
in  order  for  VA  to  seek  recovery  of  the 
medical  care  costs.  These  records  may 
also  be  disclosed  as  part  of  a  computer 
matching  program  to  accomplish  these 
purposes. 

***** 

[FR  Doc.  93-12162  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  ami 
BIUING  CODE  nSO-OI-M 


PRESIDENTS  TASK  FORCE  ON 
NATIONAL  HEALTH  CARE  REFORM 

Closed  Meeting 

The  President’s  Task  Force  on 
National  Health  Care  Reform  will  hold 


a  closed  meeting  on  May  24. 1993,  to 
formulate,  and  deliberate  with  respect 
to,  advice  for  the  President  on  national 
health  care  reform  issues. 

Pursuant  to  41  CFR  §  101- 
6.1015(b)(2),  notice  of  less  than  15  days 
is  provided  because  of  the  extraordinary 
circumstance  of  the  short  time  frame 
within  which  the  President’s  Task  Force 
has  been  asked  by  the  President  to 
formulate  advice  for  the  President  on  a 
national  health  care  reform  proposal. 

The  above-referenced  meeting  is 
closed  in  its  entirety  to  the  public 
pursuant  to  the  opinion  and  order  of  the 
United  States  District  Court  for  the 
District  of  Columbia  in  Association  of 
American  Physicians  and  Surgeons,  et 
al.  V.  Clinton,  et  al..  No.  93-399  (D.D.C. 
March  10, 1993)  (Lamberth,  J.). 

The  above  schedule  is  subject  to 
change. 

Dated:  May  21, 1993. 

Vincent  W.  Foster, 

Deputy  Counsel  to  the  President. 

(FR  Doc.  93-12462  Filed  5-21-93;  1:20  pm) 
BlUINQ  CODE  319S-01-M 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGiSTER 
contains  notices  of  meetings  pubiished  under 
the  “OovemmefTt  in  the  Sunshir>e  AcT  (Pub. 
L.  94-409)  5  U.S.C.  552b(eX3). 


U.S.  CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

TIME  AND  DATE:  10  a.m.,  Wednesday, 

May  26. 1993. 

LOCATION:  Room  556,  Westwood 
Towers,  5401  Westbard  Avenue, 
Bethesda,  Maryland. 

STATUS: 

Open  to  the  Public 

1.  Pride  in  Public  Service 

The  Commission  will  present  the  Pride  in 
Public  Service  Award  to  May’s  recipient. 

2.  Cigarette  Lighters 

The  staff  will  brief  the  Commission  on  a 
rule  under  the  Consumer  Product  Safety  Act 
to  require  disposable  and  novelty  cigarette 
lighters  to  meet  certain  requirements  for 
child  resistance. 

For  a  recorded  message  containing  the 
latest  agenda  information,  call  (301) 
504-0709. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  ADDITIONAL 
information:  Sheldon  D.  Butts.  Office  of 
the  Secretary,  5401  Westbard  Ave., 
Bethesda.  MD  20207  (301)  504-0800. 

Dated:  May  19, 1993. 

Sheldon  D.  Butts, 

Depu  ty  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  93-12358  Filed  5-20-93;  1:28  pm) 
BtLUMG  CODE  S355-4>1-M 


U.S.  CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

TIME  AND  DATE:  10:00  a.m.,  Thursday, 
May  27. 1993. 

LOCATION:  Room  556,  Westwood 
Towers,  5401  Westbard  Avenue, 
Bethesda,  Maryland. 

STATUS: 

Open  to  the  Public 
Fireworks  Fuse  Petition  HP  91-2 

The  staff  will  brief  the  Commission  on 
petition  HP  91-2  from  the  American 
Pyrotechnics  Association  requesting  an 
increase  in  the  fuse  bum  time  allowed  under 
the  Commission’s  fireworks  regulations. 

For  a  recorded  message  containing  the 
latest  agenda  information,  call  (301) 
504-0709. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  ADDITIONAL 
INFORMATION:  Sheldon  D.  Butts.  Office  of 


the  Secretary,  5401  Westbard  Ave., 
Bethesda,  MD  20207  (301)  504-0800. 

Dated:  May  19, 1993. 

Sheldon  D.  Butts, 

Deputy  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  93-12359  Filed  5-20-93;  1:28  pm) 

BILUNO  COOE  S3SS-01-M 


FEDERAL  ENERGY  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

The  following  notice  of  meeting  is 
published  pursuant  to  Section  3(a)  of 
the  Ckivemment  in  the  Sunshine  Act 
(Pub.  L.  No.  94-409),  U.S.C.  552b; 

DATE  AND  TIME:  May  26. 1993, 10:00  a.m. 
PLACE:  825  North  Capitol  Street.  N.E.. 
Room  9306,  Washington.  D.C.  20426. 
STATUS:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  Agenda. 

Note — Items  listed  on  the  agenda  may  be 
deleted  without  further  notice. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  INFORMATION: 
Lois  D.  (Dashell,  Secretary,  Telephone 
(202)  208-0400.  For  a  recording  listing 
items  stricken  from  or  added  to  the 
meeting,  call  (202)  208-1627. 

This  is  a  lisKof  matters  to  be 
considered  by  the  Commission.  It  does 
not  include  a  listing  of  all  papers 
relevant  to  the  items  on  the  agenda; 
however,  all  public  documents  may  be 
examined  in  the  Reference  and 
Information  Center. 

Consent  Agenda — Hydro,  980th  Meeting — 
May  26, 1993,  Regular  Meeting  (10:00  a.m.) 
CAH-1. 

Project  No.  2391-002,  The  Potomac  Edison 
Company 
CAH-2. 

Project  No.  6624-008,  Alfred  D.  Huey 
CAH-3. 

Project  No.  7274-023,  Town  of  Wells,  New 
York 
CAH-4. 

Project  No.  2509-002,  The  Potomac  Edison 
Company 
CAH-5. 

Project  No.  10468-009,  Marsh  Valley 
Hydroelectric  Company 
CAH-6. 

Project  No.  9202-071,  Upper  Yampa  Water 
Conservancy  District 
CAH-7. 

Project  No.  2101-036,  Sacramento 
Municipal  Utility  District 
CAH-8. 

Project  No.  9202-072,  Upper  Yampa  Water 
Conservancy  District 
CAH-9. 

Project  No.  2197-015,  Yadkin,  Inc. 
CAH-10. 

Project  No.  2445-004,  OMYA,  Inc. 

CAH-1 1. 


Project  No.  2113-030,  Wisconsin  Valley 
Improvement  Company 
CAH-1 2. 

Project  Nos.  8909-029  and  8654-023,  Noah 
Corporation 
QAH-13. 

Project  No.  2407-007,  Alabama  Power 
Company 
CAH-14. 

Omitted 
CAH-1 5. 

Project  No.  2731-007,  Central  Vermont 
Public  Service  Corporation 
CAH-16. 

Project  No.  9885-034,  Marysville  Hydro 
Partners 
CAH-1 7. 

Project  No.  2239-006,  Tomahawk  Power  & 
Pulp  Company 
CAH-18. 

Project  No.  9401-008,  Halecrest  Company 

Project  No.  8595-002,  Energy  Storage 
Corporation 

Project  No.  9105-002,  Esperanza  Power 
Limited  Partnership 
CAH-1 9. 

Project  No.  9025-005,  Weyerhaeuser 
Company 
CAH-20. 

Omitted 

CAH-21. 

Project  No.  2742-019,  Alaska  Energy 
Authority 

Consent  Agenda — Electric 
CAE-1. 

Docket  No.  ER93-471-000,  Cleveland 
Electric  Illuminating  Company  Docket 
No.  EL93-31-000,  City  of  Cleveland, 
Ohio  v.  Cleveland  Electric  Illuminating 
Company 
CAE-2. 

Docket  No.  ER93-498-000,  Central 
Louisiana  Electric  Company,  Inc. 

CAE-3. 

Docket  No.  ER93-388-000,  Kansas  City 
Power  &  Light  Company 
CAE-4. 

Docket  No.  ER93-96-002,  Delmarva  Power 
&  Light  Company 
CAE-5. 

Docket  No.  ER93-456-000,  Union  Light, 
Heat  and  Power  Company 
CAE-6. 

Docket  No.  ER93-237-000,  Kansas  City 
Power  &  Light  Company 
CAE-7. 

Docket  No.  EL93-20-000,  New  York  State 
Electric  &  Gas  Corporation  - 
CAE-8. 

Docket  Nos.  ER91-569-004,  ER92-761-001 
and  ER93-250-001,  Entergy  Services, 

Inc. 

CAE-9. 

Docket  No.  EL92-1 5-003,  Florida  Power  & 
Light  Company 
CAE-10. 

Docket  No.  EL93-2 1-001,  Vermont  Yankee 
Nuclear  Power  Corporation 
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Docket  No.  EL93-22-001.  Maine  Yankee 
Atomic  Power  Comp>any 
Docket  No.  EL93-25-001,  Town  of 
Norwood  Massachusetts  v.  Vermont 
Yankee  Nuclear  Power  Corporation  and 
Maine  Yankee  Atomic  Power  Company 
CAE-11. 

Docket  No.  EC90-10-008.  Northeast 
Utilities  Service  Company  (Re  Public 
Service  Company  of  New  Hampshire) 
Docket  No.  ER93-294-001,  Northeast 
Utilities  Service  Company 
CAE-12.  s 

Omitted 
CAE-13. 

Docket  No.  EG93-37-000.  Wallkill 
Generating  Company,  L.P. 

CAE-14. 

Docket  No.  EG93-38-000.  SEI  Hawaiian 
Cogenerators,  Inc. 

Docket  No.  EG93-39-000,  Birchwood 
Development  Corporation 
Docket  No.  EG93-40-000,  Birdiwood 
Power  Partners,  L.P. 

Docket  No.  EG93-41-000.  Southern 
Electric  Wholesale  Generators,  Inc. 

Docket  No.  EG93-42-000,  SEI  Birchwood, 
Inc. 

CAB-15. 

Docket  No.  EG93— 43-000,  Central  Termica 
Aho  Valley,  S.A 
r>AE-16. 

Docket  No.  EG93-4  5-000,  Belize  Electric 
Company  Limited 
CAE-17. 

Docket  No.  EG93— 46-000.  Richmond 
Generating  Company,  L.P. 

Docket  No.  EC93-4  7-000,  Muscogee 
Generating  Company,  L.P. 

Docket  No.  EG93— 48-000,  Haralson 
Generating  Company,  LP. 

Docket  No.  EG93-49-000,  Clarke 
Generating  Company,  L.P. 

CAE-ia. 

Docket  No.  QF88-292-002,  Kamine/ 
Besicorp  Allegany  L.P. 

CAE-19. 

Docket  No.  EL93-1 7-000,  South  Carolina 
Electric  &  Gas  Company 
r.AE-20. 

Docket  Nos.  ES93-21-000.  001,  002  and 
003,  Multitrade  Limited  Partnership 
CAE-21. 

Docket  No.  ER92-330-0OS,  Green 
Mountain  Power  Corporation 

Consent  Agenda — Oil  and  Gaa 
CAG— 1. 

Docket  Nos.  RP93-1 06-000  and  001,  Texas 
Gas  Transmission  Corporation 
CAG-2. 

Docket  No.  RP93— 104-000,  Texas  Gas 
Transmission  Corporation 
CAG-3. 

Docket  No.  KP93-111-000,  Natural  Gas 
Pipeline  Company  of  America 
CAG-4. 

Docket  No.  RP93-36-002,  Natural  Gas 
Pipeline  Company  of  America 
CAG-5. 

Docket  No.  RP93-114-000..Northem 
Natural  Gas  Company 
CAG-6. 

Docket  No.  RP93-109-000.  Williams 
Natural  Gas  Company 
CAG-7. 


Docket  No.  RP93-112-000,  Texas  Eastern 
Transmission  Corporation 
CAG-8. 

Docket  No.  RP93-110-000,  Carnegie 
Natural  Gas  Company 
CAG-9. 

Docket  No.  RP93-1 13-000,  Algonquin  Gas 
Transmission  Company 
CAG-10. 

Docket  No.  RP93-137-011,  Northwest 
Pipeline  Corporation 
CAG-11. 

Docket  No.  RP93-1 08-000,  El  Paso  Natural 
Gas  Company 
CAG-12. 

Docket  Nos.  TA93-1-56-000  and  TM93-2- 
56-000,  Valero  Interstate  Transmission 
Company 
CAG-13. 

Docket  No.  TM93-4-16-000,  National  Fuel 
Gas  Supply  Corporation 
CAG-14. 

Docket  No.  TA93— 1-55-000,  Questar 
Pipeline  Company  • 

CAG-15. 

Docket  Nos.  TA93-1-25-000  and  TQ93- 
11-25-000,  Mississippi  River 
Transmission  Corporation 
CAG-16. 

Docket  No.  TM93-5-48-000,  A.NR  Pipeline 
Company 
CAG-17. 

Docket  Na  RP92-74-005.  South  Georgia 
Natural  Gas  Company 
CAG-18. 

Dodiet  Nos.  RP93-6-008  and  RS92-75- 
002,  Paiute  Pipeline  Company 
CAG-19. 

Docket  Nos.  RP93-8(M)pi,  RP93-81-001 
aiKl  RS92-14-004,  CNG  Transmission 
Corporation 
CAG-20. 

Docket  No.  RP93-237-008,  AJabama- 
Tennessee  Natural  Gas  Company 
CAG-21. 

Docket  Nos.  RP91-161-012,  RP92-3-006. 
RP90-108-019.  RP91-82-010  and  RS92- 
5-003,  Columbia  Gas  Transmission 
Corporation 

Docket  Nos.  RP91-160-009,  RP92-2-006, 
RP9Q-107-016  and  RS92-6-003, 
Columbia  Gulf  Transmission  Corporation 
CAG-22. 

Docket  No.  GP90-11-002,  Nicor 
Exploration  Company 
CAG-23. 

Docket  Nos.  RP88-197-010  and  RP88- 
236-004,  Williston  Basin  Interstate 
Pipeline  Company 
CAG-24. 

Docket  Nos.  RP86-41-011,  RP87-14-011 
and  RP90-22-018,  Algonquin  Gas 
Transmission  Corporation 
CAG-25. 

Omitted 

CAG-26. 

Omitted 

CAG-27. 

Docket  No.  ST90-1471-00,  etal.,  Transok, 
Inc. 

Docket  No.  ST92-1060-000,  et  a!..  Texas 
Gas  Gathering  Company 

Docket  No.  ST92-5654-000,  et  al..  Lone 
Star  Gas  Company 


Docket  No.  ST93-289-000,  et  o/.,  NOARK  | 

Pipeline  System,  LTD.  | 

Docket  No.  ST93-1984-O00,  et  al..  \ 

Transamerican  Natural  Gas  Corporation  I 

CAG-28.  . 

Docket  No.  OR91-1-000,  Kerr-McGee  > 

Refiniirg  Corporation  and  Texaco  I 

Refining  and  Marketing,  Inc.  v.  Williams  j 

Pipe  Line  Company  ] 

CAG-29. 

Docket  Nos.  RS92-1 5-002,  RP93-62-000 
and  006,  Equitrans,  Inc. 

CAG-30. 

Docket  No.  RS92-42-002,  MIGC,  Inc. 

CAG-31. 

Docket  No.  RS92-78-002,  Sabine  Pipe  Line 
Company 
CAG-32. 

Docket  No.  RS92-1 1-008,  Texas  Eastern 
Transmission  Corporation 

Docket  No.  RS92-63-002,  Great  Lakes  Gas 
Transmission  Limited  Partnership 
CAG-33. 

Docket  No.  RS92-20-001,  Mid  Louisiana 
Gas  Company 

CAG-34.  > 

Omitted 

CAG-35. 

Docket  No.  RS92-45-000,  Natural  Gas 
Pipeline  Company  of  America 
CAG-36. 

Docket  No.  CP91-1634-002,  Great  Lakes 
Gas  Transmission  Limited  Partnership 
CAG-37. 

Omitted 

CAG-38. 

Docket  No.  CP92-448-001,  ANR  Pipeline 
Company 
CAG-39. 

Docket  Nos.  CP92-184-000. 001  and  002, 

Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corporation 
Docket  Nos.  CP92-185-000. 001  and  002, 
Algonquin  Gas  Transmission  Company 
CAG-40. 

Docket  No.  CP92-459-000,  Texas  Eastern 
Transmission  Corporation 
Docket  No.  CP92-460-000,  Trunkline  Gas 
Company 
CAG-41. 

Docket  No.  CP93-246-000,  Midwestern 
Gas  Transmission  Company 
CAG-42. 

Docket  No.  CP93-34-000,  CNG 
Transmission  Corporation 
CAG-43. 

Omitted 

CAG-44. 

Docket  No.  CP93-62-000,  Indicated 
Ship{)ers  v.  Arkla  Energy  Resources,  a 
Division  of  Arkla,  Inc. 

Docket  No.  CP93-92-000,  Arkla  Energy 
Resources,  a  Division  of  Arkla.  Inc. 

Docket  No.  CP93-195-000,  Bayou  South 
Gas  Gathering  Company 
CAG-45. 

Docket  No.  CP93-222-000,  Great  Plains 
Natural  Gas  Company 
CAG-46. 

Docket  No.  CP91-2904-000.  Mississippi 
River  Transmission  Corporation 
CAG-47. 

Docket  Nos.  1S92-39-002,  IS93-21-001 
and  OR92-6m01,  SFPP,  L.P. 
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Hydro  Agenda 

H-1. 

Reserved 

Electric  Agenda 
E— 1. 

Reserved 

Oil  and  Gas  Agenda 
I.  Pipeline  Hate  Matters  ^ 

PR-1. 

Reserved 

U.  Restructuring  Matters 
RS-1. 

Docket  Nos.  RS92-65-001  and  002,  Kem 
River  Gas  Transmission  Company.  Order 
on  compliance. 

RS-2. 


Docket  Nos.  RS92-66-001  and  002,  Mojave 
Pipeline  Company.  Order  on 
compliance. 

RS-3. 

Docket  No.  RS92-48-000,  Riverside 
Pipeline  Company.  Order  on 
compliance. 

RS-4. 

Docket  No.  RS92-54-000,  Western 
Transmission  Corporation.  Order  on 
compliance. 

RS-5. 

Docket  No.  RS92-64-000,  High  Island 
Offshore  System 

Docket  No.  RS92-88-K)00.  U-T  Offshore 
System.  Order  on  compliance 

RS-6. 

Docket  No.  RS92-67-000,  Northern  Border 
Pipeline  Company.  Order  on 
compliance. 

RS-7. 


Docket  No.  RS92-35-000,  Gas  Transport, 
Inc.  Order  on  compliance. 

RS-«. 

Docket  Na  RS92-17-003,  Iroquois  Gas 
Transmission  System,  L.P.  Order  on 
compliance  and  request  for  rehearing. 

III.  Pipeline  Certificate  Matters 
PC-1. 

Reserved 

Dated:  May  19, 1993. 

Lola  D.  Cashell, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.  93-12309  Filed  5-20-93;  11:17  am) 
WLUNQ  CODE  1717-01-41 
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Protection  Agency 
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Vacated;  Interim  Final  Rule 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40  CFR  Parts  264, 265, 268, 270,  and 
271 

[FRL  4656-7] 

Land  Disposal  Restrictions  for 
Ignitable  and  Corrosive  Characteristic 
Wastes  Whose  Treatment  Standards 
Were  Vacated 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION:  Interim  final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA)  is  today  amending  the 
treatment  standards  under  the  land 
disposal  restrictions  (LDR)  program  for 
wastes  displaying  the  characteristic  of 
ignitability  (EPA  Hazard  Code  DOOl) 
other  than  those  ignitable  wastes 
containing  greater  than  10  percent  total 
organic  carbon  (i.e.,  DOOl  high  TOC 
subcategory),  and  corrosivity  (EPA 
Hazard  Code  D002)  that  are  managed  in 
systems  other  than  those  regulated 
under  the  Clean  Water  Act  (CWA),  those 
zero  dischargers  treating  wastewater  by 
CWA-equivalent  treatment  prior  to 
ultimate  land  disposal,  and  those 
injecting  into  Class  I  deep  wells 
regulated  under  the  Safe  Drinking  Water 
Act  (SDWA).  This  action  is  being  taken 
to  comply  with  the  September  25, 1992 
decision  of  the  U.S.  Court  of  Appeals  in 
Chemical  Waste  Management  v.  EPA, 
976  F.2d  2  (D.C.  Cir.  1992).  The 
underlying  rule  at  issue  in  the  opinion 
was  signed  on  May  8, 1990,  and 
published  on  June  1, 1990  (55  FR 
22520).  In  the  court’s  decision,  the 
deactivation  treatment  standards  for 
certain  ignitable  and  corrosive  wastes 
were  vacated.  Because  land  disposal  of 
these  wastes  would  be  prohibited  if  no 
treatment  standard  is  in  place,  EPA  is 
replacing  the  vacated  treatment 
standard  before  the  court’s  mandate 
becomes  effective  to  avoid  an  absolute 
ban  on  land  disposal  of  these  wastes. 
DATES:  This  interim  final  rule  is 
effective  on  May  10, 1993. 

Comments  may  be  submitted  on  or 
before  July  9, 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  The  public  must  send  an 
original  and  two  copies  of  their  written 
comments  to  the  EPA  RCRA  Docket 
(OS-305),  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  401  M  Street  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20460.  Place  the  Dodcet 
Number  F-93-TTCF-FFFFF  on  your 
comments.  The  official  record  for  this 
rulemaking  is  also  located  in  the  RCRA 
Docket,  room  2427,  at  the  above 
address.  It  is  open  fi‘om  9  a.m.  to  4  p.m., 
Monday  through  Friday,  except  on 


Federal  holidays.  The  public  must  make 
an  appointment  to  review  docket 
materials  by  calling  (202)  260-9327.  A 
maximum  of  100  pages  from  the  docket 
may  be  copied  at  no  cost.  Additional 
copies  cost  $.15  per  page. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  For 
general  information,  contact  the  RCRA 
Hotline  at  (800)  424-9346  (toll  ft-ee)  or 
(703)  412-9810  locally.  For  information 
on  specific  aspects  of  this  rule,  contact 
Rhonda  Craig,  and  for  technical 
information  about  treatment  standards, 
contact  Lisa  Jones,  Office  of  Solid  Waste 
(OS-322W),  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  401  M  Street  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20460,  telephone  (703) 
308-8434.  For  information  on  capacity 
determinations,  contact  Bengie  Carroll, 
Office  of  Solid  Waste  (OS-321W).  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  401 
M  Street  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20460. 
telephone  (703)  308-8440. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Outline 

I.  Background 

A.  Summary  of  the  Hazardous  and  Solid 
Waste  Amendments  of  1984 

B.  Summary  of  Third  Third  Standards  for 
Ignitable,  Corrosive  and  Reactive 
Characteristic  Wastes 

.  Q  Summary  of  the  D.C.  Circuit’s  Opinion 

D.  Response  to  the  Court  Decision 

1.  Options  Prepared  for  the  Notice  of  Data 
Availability 

2.  Solicitation  of  Comments  on  the 
Supplemental  Information  Report 

E.  Rules  Compelled  by  the  Opinion  to  be 
Issued  on  An  Emergency  Basis 

1.  Zero  Discharge  Facilities 

2.  Underground  Injection  Wells  Other  than 
Class  1 

P.  Identification  of  Affected  Facilities 

1.  Underground  Injection  Wells 

2.  Combustion  and  Stabilization 

G.  Future  Response  to  Issues  Remanded  by 
the  Court  Dwision 

II.  Overview  of  the  Interim  Final  Rule 

III.  Treatment  Standards  for  Ignitable  and 

Corrosive  Wastes 

A.  Overview  of  Treatment  Standards  for 
Ignitable  and  Corrosive  Wastes  Not 
Disposed  In  CWA  or  SDWA  Facilities  or 
That  Do  Not  Engage  in  CWA-Equivalent 
Treatment  Prior  to  Land  Disposal 

B.  The  Basis  of  the  Numerical  Treatment 
Standards 

C  Alternative  Standards  for  Ignitable 
Wastes 

D.  Alternatives  Discussed  in  the 
Supplemental  Information  Report 

E  Changes  in  Treatability  Group  Are  Not 
a  New  Point  of  Generation  for  Purposes 
of  Today’s  Rule 

F.  Minimize  Threat  Levels 

G.  Compliance  Monitoring  Requirements 

H.  Addressing  Potential  VOC  Missions 
and  Violent  Reactions  During  Dilution  of 
Ignitable  and  Reactive  Wastes 

I.  Potential  VOC  Emissions  During 
Dilution  of  Ignitable  Wastes — 
Background  and  Comments 


2.  Potential  Violent  Reactions  During 
Dilution  of  Reactive  Wastes — 

Background  and  Comments 

3.  Final  Approach 

I.  Notification  Requirements 

1.  Constituents  To  Be  Included  on  the  LDR 
Notification 

2.  Management  in  Subtitle  C-Regulated 
Facilities 

3.  Management  of  Deactivated  Ignitable  or 
Corrosive  Wastes  at  a  Subtitle  D  Waste 
Management  Facility 

J.  De  Minimis  Losses  of  Characteristic 
Materials  Are  Not  Prohibited 

1.  De  Minimis  Losses  of  Ignitable  (DOOl), 
or  Corrosive  (D002)  Commercial 
Chemical  Products  or  Chemical 
Intermediates  Containing  Underlying 
Hazardous  Constituents 

2.  Wastewaters  From  Laboratory 
Operations 

K.  Status  of  Impoundments  and  Landfills 
Receiving  Decharacterized  Ignitable  and 
Corrosive  Wastes  Subject  to  a  Capacity 
Variance 

IV.  Capacity  Determinations 

A.  Data  Sources  and  Limitations 

B.  Comments  on  Capacity  from  the  Notice 
of  Data  Availability 

C  Methodology  and  Analysis 

1.  Treatment  and  Treatment  Residuals 

2.  IC  Wastes  Currently  Deactivated  Covered 
By  This  Rule 

3.  Affected  Facilities 

D.  Variance  Determinations 

V.  State  Authority 

A.  Applicability  of  Rules  in  Authorized 
States 

B.  Effect  on  State  Authorization 

VI.  Regulatory  Requirements 

A.  Economic  impact  Screening  Analysis 
Pursuant  to  Executive  Order  12291 

1.  Methodology 

a.  Estimation  of  Affected  Volumes— 
Overview 

b.  Estimation  of  Affected  Volumes — 
Liquids 

c.  Estimation  of  Affected  Volumes — 
Residuals 

d.  Estimation  of  Affected  Volumes — 
Affected  Class  V  Wells 

e.  Estimation  of  Costs  Incurred — Liquids, 
Residuals  and  Affected  Class  V  Wells 

f.  Estimation  of  Costs  Incurred — ^Testing 
Costs 

g.  Estimation  of  Costs  Incurred — Reporting 
Requirements 

h.  Methodology  for  Economic  Impact 
Analysis 

2.  Results 

a.  Results  of  Affected  Volumes  Estimation 

b.  Results  of  Incremental  Costs  Incurred 

c.  Results  of  the  Economic  Impacts 
Analysis 

d.  Sensitivity  Analysis  of  Cost  Results 

B.  Regulatory  Flexibility  Analysis 

C.  Paperwork  Reduction  Act 

VII.  Interim  Final  Rule  Justification 

I.  Background 

A.  Summary  of  the  Hazardous  and  Solid 

Waste  Amendments  of  1984 

The  Hazardous  and  Solid  Waste 

Amendments  (HSWA)  to  the  Resource 

Conservation  and  Recovery  Act  (RCRA), 
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enacted  on  November  8, 1984,  allow 
hazardous  wastes  to  be  land  disposed 
only  if  they  satisfy  either  of  two 
conditions:  (1)  They  are  treated,  or 
otherwise  satisfy  the  requirement  of 
RCRA  section  3004(m).  which  provision 
requires  EPA  to  set  levels  or  methods  of 
treatment,  if  any,  which  substantially 
diminish  the  toxicity  of  the  waste  or 
substantially  reduce  the  likelihood  of 
migration  of  hazardous  constituents 
from  the  waste  so  that  short-term  and 
long-term  threats  to  human  health  and 
the  environment  are  minimized;  or,  (2) 
they  can  be  land  disposed  in  units 
satisfying  the  no-migration  standard  in 
sections  3004(d)(1),  (e)(1),  and  (g)(5). 
Land  disposal  includes  any  placement 
of  hazardous  waste  in  a  landhll,  surface 
impoundment,  waste  pile,  injection 
well,  land  treatment  facility,  salt  dome 
formation,  salt  bed  formation,  or 
undergroimd  mine  or  cave.  RCRA 
section  3004(k). 

EPA  was  required  to  promulgate  land 
disposal  prohibitions  and  treatment 
standards  under  a  congressionally- 
mandated  schedule.  Treatment 
standards  had  to  be  promulgated  by 
May  8, 1990,  for  all  wastes  that  were 
either  listed  or  identified  as  hazardous 
at  the  time  of  the  1984  amendments  to 
avoid  a  ban  on  land  disposal  of  those 
hazardous  wastes,  a  task  EPA  completed 
within  the  statutory  time  hame 
(although  certain  of  those  standards 
were  later  vacated  by  the  D.C.  Circuit, 
necessitating  today’s  emergency  interim 
final  rule).  RCRA  section  3004  (d),  (e), 
and  (g). 

The  land  disfKJsal  restrictions  are 
effective  upon  promulgation.  RCRA 
section  3004(h)(1).  However,  the 
Administrator  may  grant  a  national 
capacity  variance  horn  the  effective  date 
of  the  prohibition  and  establish  a  later 
effective  date  (not  to  exceed  two  years) 
based  on  the  earliest  date  on  which 
adequate  alternative  treatment, 
recovery,  or  disposal  capacity  which 
protects  human  health  and  the 
environment  will  be  available.  RCRA 
section  3004(h)(2).  The  Administrator 
may  also  grant  a  case-by-case  extension 
of  the  effective  date  for  up  to  one  year, 
renewable  once  for  up  to  one  additional 
year,  when  an  applicant  successfully 
makes  certain  demonstrations.  RCRA 
section  3004(h)(3). 

In  addition  to  prohibiting  land 
disposal  of  hazardous  wastes.  Congress 
prohibited  storage  of  any  waste  which  is 
prohibited  firom  land  dispKtsal  unless 
such  storage  is  solely  for  the  purpose  of 
accumulating  such  quantities  of 
hazardous  waste  as  are  necessary  to 
facilitate  proper  recovery,  treatment  or 
disposal.  RCRA  section  3004(j).  The 
provision  applies,  of  course,  only  to 


storage  which  is  not  also  dehned  as  land 
disposal  in  section  3004(k). 

B.  Summary  of  Third  Third  Standards 
for  Ignitable,  Corrosive  and  Reactive 
Characteristic  Wastes 

On  May  8, 1990,  EPA  promulgated 
regulations  addressing  the  last  of  five 
congressionally-mandated  prohibitions 
on  land  disposal  of  hazardous  wastes  for 
those  wastes  that  were  either  listed  or 
identified  as  hazardous  at  the  time  of 
the  1984  amendments  (the  third  one- 
third  of  the  schedule  of  restricted 
hazardous  wastes,  hereafter  referred  to 
as  the  Third  Third).  Among  other  things 
in  the  Third  Third  final  rule,  the  Agency 
promulgated  treatment  standards  and 
prohibitions  for  hazardous  wastes  that 
exhibited  one  or  more  of  the  following 
characteristics:  ignitability,  corrosivity, 
reactivity,  or  EP  toxicity  (40  CFR 
261.21-261.24).  The  Third  Third  rule 
established  treatment  standards  for  the 
characteristic  wastes  in  one  of  four 
forms:  (1)  A  concentration  level  for 
hazardous  constituents  equal  to,  or 
greater  than,  the  characteristic  level;  (2) 
a  concentration  level  for  hazardous 
constituents  less  than  the  characteristic 
level;  (3)  a  specified  treatment 
technology  (e.g.,  for  ignitable  wastes 
containing  high  levels  of  total  organic 
carbon);  and,  (4)  a  treatment  standard  of 
"deactivation”  which  allowed  the  use  of 
any  technology,  including  dilution,  to 
remove  the  characteristic  property.  For 
ignitable,  corrosive,  and  reactive  wastes, 
consideration  was  given  to  the 
hazardous  constituents  in  the  wa.ste 
only  when  the  Agency  had  information 
that  such  constituents  were  present 
(e.g.,  reactive  cyanide  wastes); 
otherwise,  only  the  hazardous  property 
of  the  characteristic  wa.ste  had  to  be 
addressed. 

The  Agency  also  evaluated  the 
applicability  of  certain  provisions  of  the 
land  disposal  restrictions'  framework 
with  respect  to  characteristic  wastes, 
including  wastes  regulated  under  the 
Clean  Water  Act  (CWA)  and  the  Safe 
Drinking  Water  Act  (SDWA) 
Underground  Injection  Control  (UIC) 
programs.  This  was  done  in  an  effort  to 
ensure  the  successful  integration  of 
these  programs  with  the  LDR 
regulations,  as  required  by  section  1006 
of  RCRA  which  specifies  that  the 
Administrator  shall  integrate  RCRA  for 
purpose  of  administration  and 
enforcement  and  shall  avoid  duplication 
to  the  maximum  extent  practicable.  See 
generally  55  FR  22653-59  (June  1, 

1990).  Specifically,  the  Agency 
considered  the  appropriateness  of  the 
dilution  prohibition  for  each  of  the 
characteristic  waste  streams,  and  the 


applicability  of  treatment  standards 
expressed  as  specified  methods. 

The  Agency  found,  generally,  that 
mixing  waste  streams  to  eliminate 
certain  characteristics  was  appropriate 
and  permissible  for  corrosive 
wastewaters,  or  in  some  cases,  reactive 
or  ignitable  wastewaters.  Furthermore. 
EPA  stated  that  the  dilution  prohibition 
did  not  normally  apply  to  characteristic 
wastewaters  that  are  managed  in 
treatment  trains  which  include  surface 
impoundments  where  the  ultimate 
discharge  is  subject  to  regulation  under 
the  pretreatment  and  National  Pollutant 
Discharge  Elifhination  System  (NPDES) 
programs  under  sections  307(b)  and  402 
of  the  CWA,  or  in  Class  I  underground 
injection  well  systems  regulated  under 
the  SDWA.  In  particular,  the  Agency 
stated  that  the  treatment  requirements 
and  associated  dilution  rules  under  the 
CWA  are  generally  consistent  with  the 
dilution  rules  under  RCRA,  and 
therefore  decided  to  regulate  these 
wastes  exclusively  under  the  existing 
CWA  provisions.  However,  the  Agency 
also  singled  out  certain  particularly 
toxic  wastewaters  or  wastewaters  not 
readily  amenable  to  centralized 
wastewater  management  to  which  the 
dilution  prohibition  still  applies 
notwithstanding  management  in  CWA 
systems.  40  CFR  268.3(b). 

Similarly,  EPA  stated  that  the 
regulatory  program  for  Class  I  wells 
under  the  SDWA  adequately  protects 
drinking  water  sources.  Class  I  deep 
wells  inject  below  the  lowermost 
geologic  formation  containing  an 
underground  drinking  water  source  and 
are  subject  to  federal  location, 
construction,  and  operation 
requirements.  The  Agency  stated  that 
application  of  the  dilution  prohibition 
to  these  wastes  would  not  further 
minimize  threats  to  human  health  and 
the  environment,  so  that  it  was 
permissible  to  inject  wastes  that  were 
decharacterized  by  dilution  into  Class  I 
wells. 

C.  Summary  of  the  D.C.  Circuit's 
Opinion 

On  September  25, 1992,  the  United 
States  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  District 
of  Columbia  Circuit  ruled  on  the  various 
petitions  for  review  filed  against  the 
Third  Third  rule.  Chemical  Waste 
Management.  Inc.  et  al.  v.  EPA,  976  F. 

2d  2.  The  principal  holdings  of  the  case 
with  respect  to  characteristic  wastes, 
under  EPA’s  initial  reading  of  the 
opinion,  are  that;  (1)  EPA  may  require 
treatment  under  RCRA  section  3004(m) 
to  more  stringent  levels  than  those  at 
which  wastes  are  identified  as 
hazardous  so  long  as  the  level  defining 
the  waste  as  hazardous  was  above  the 
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level  at  which  threats  to  human  health 
and  the  environment  are  minimized, 

976  F.  2d  at  12-14;  (2)  section  3004(m) 
requires  that  treatment  standards 
address  both  short-term  and  long-term 
potential  harms  posed  by  hazardous 
wastes,  and  consequently  must  result  in 
destruction,  removal  or  immobilization 
of  hazardous  constituents  as  well  as 
removal  of  the  characteristic  property, 
id.  at  16, 17,  23;  as  a  consequence, 
dilution  is  permissible  as  an  exclusive 
method  of  treatment  only  for  those 
characteristic  wastes  that  do  not  contain 
hazardous  constituents  *‘iq  sufficient 
concentrations  to  pose  a  throat  to 
human  health  or  the  environment”  (i.e.. 
the  minimize  throat  level  in  section 
3004(m)),  id.  at  16;  and.  (3)  situations 
where  characteristic  hazardous  wastes 
are  diluted,  lose  their  characteristic(s) 
and  are  then  managed  in  centralized 
wastewater  management  land  disposal 
units  (i.e.,  subtitle  D  surface 
impoundments  or  Class  I  injection 
wells)  are  legal  only  if  it  can  be 
demonstrated  that  hazardous 
constituents  are  reduced,  destroyed  or 
immobilized  to  the  same  extent  as  they 
would  be  pursuant  to  otherwise- 
applicable  RCRA  treatment  standards, 
id.  at  7. 

As  a  consequence  of  these  holdings, 
the  court  held  that  the  deactivation 
standard  for  ignitable  and  corrosive 
wastes  did  not  fully  comply  with  RCRA 
section  3004(m).  This  was  because  that 
standard  could  be  achieved  by  dilution, 
and  dilution  fails  to  destroy,  remove,  or 
immobilize  the  hazardous  constituents 
that  can  be  present  in  the  wastes.  Id. 

The  court  further  held  that  dilution  was 
ordinarily  a  permissible  means  of 
removing  the  ICR  property  of  the 
wastes,  but  stated  that  it  could  be  an 
impermissible  means  of  removing 
ignitability  and  reactivity.  This  was 
b^use  the  court  thought  the  emission 
of  volatile  organic  constituents  (VCXDs) 
might  be  greater  during  the  process  of 
diluting  ignitable  wastes  than  when 
they  are  treated  by  other  means,  and 
that  the  risks  of  explosion  of  reactive 
wastes  might  be  greater  when  those 
wastes  are  treated  by  dilution  to  remove 
the  reactivity  property.  976  F.  2d  at  17, 
18. 

(It  should  be  noted  that  the  court  also 
addressed  several  other  issues  that  the 
Agency  is  not  required  to  respond  to  in 
this  interim  final  rule,  either  because  it 
denied  the  petitioner’s  request  for 
review,  or  because  certain  rules  were 
remanded  rather  than  vacated.  For 
instance,  the  court  remanded  the  lead 
and  chromium  treatment  standards 
because  EPA  appeared  to  have  relied  on 
data  that  does  not  support  its 
conclusion,  and  it  denied  review  of  a 


petition  for  review  of  test  compliance 
procedures.) 

D.  Response  to  the  Court  Decision 

EPA  filed  a  petition  for  rehearing  with 
the  D.C  Circuit  on  November  9, 1992. 

In  its  petition,  EPA  requested 
clarification  of  whether  the  provisions 
of  the  Third  Third  rule  that  allowed 
dilution  of  wastes  going  to  CWA/SDWA 
units  were  vacated  or  remanded, 
suggesting  that  these  provisions  were 
more  appropriately  remanded.  EPA  also 
requested  a  90-day  stay  of  the  mandate. 

in  a  separate  action,  industry 
petitioners  filed  an  unopposed  motion 
seeking  a  90-day  stay  of  the  mandate. 

On  November  24.  the  D.C.  Circuit  issued 
an  order  partially  granting  industry’s 
motion,  staying  the  mandate  through 
January  5, 1993.  Then  on  January  5, 
industry  petitioners  filed  a  petition  with 
the  U.S.  Supreme  Court  seeking  a  writ 
of  certiorari.  The  government’s  response 
opposing  grant  of  that  motion  was  filed 
on  April  8. 1993. 

The  Court  denied  EPA’s  request  for 
rehearing  on  January  11, 1993,  stating, 
however,  that  the  Third  Third  treatment 
standards  were  vacated  only  insofar  as 
expressly  indicated  in  the  ^ptember  25 
opinion.  On  January  19,  EPA  published 
a  Notice  of  Data  Availability  requesting 
comments  and  data  on  options  for 
responding  to  the  court  decision  (58  FR 
4972). 

Industry’s  petition  for  certiorari 
continued  the  stay  of  mandate  issued  by 
the  D.C.  Circuit  pending  action  by  the 
Supreme  Court.  On  April  26, 1993,  the 
Supreme  Court  denied  certiorari,  and 
the  D.C.  Circuit’s  mandate  issues  on 
May  10. 1993. 

1.  Options  Prepared  for  the  Notice  of 
Data  Availability 

As  mentioned  above,  on  January  19. 
1993,  EPA  published  a  Notice  of  Data 
Availability  to  solicit  as  many 
comments  as  possible  on  all  issues  in 
the  court  opinion  (58  FR  4972).  The 
Agency  prepared  a  Supplemental 
Information  Report  that  was  distributed 
to  the  public  that  set  out  the  Agency’s 
options  for  complying  with  the  court’s 
decision. 

The  report  included  options  for 
establishing  treatment  standards  for  the 
underlying  hazardous  constituents  in 
ignitable,  corrosive  and  reactive  (ICR) 
wastes  that  would  have  to  be  met  prior 
to  land  disposal  (including  disposal  in 
UIC  wells).  'Two  approaches  were  set 
out,  along  with  the  Agency’s  views  on 
possible  advantages  and  disadvantages 
of  each.  Under  approach  one,  the 
Agency  discussed  the  possibility  of 
adopting  concentration  limits  for 
underlying  hazardous  constituents. 


Under  approach  two,  the  Agency 
discussed  specifying  required  treatment 
technologies.  The  Agency  discussed 
how  these  possible  approaches  might 
apply  to  ICR  wastes  that  are  not 
managed  in  CWA  centralized 
wastewater  treatment  systems. 
Furthermore,  the  applicability  of  LDR 
treatment  standards  to  CWA  facilities, 
and  possible  implementation  scenarios 
under  the  CWA  were  also  discussed. 

Additional  issues  involving  the 
establishment  of  treatment  standards 
were  also  discussed:  options  for 
addressing  potential  volatile  organic 
constituent  (VOC)  emissions  diiring 
dilution  of  ignitable  wastes,  and 
potential  violent  reactions  during 
dilution  of  reactive  wastes  were 
presented. 

The  Agency  discussed  options  for 
how  to  determine  the  equivalency  of 
CWA  treatment  systems  with  treatment 
under  RCRA.  The  "equivalency” 
discussion  included  possible  options  for 
addressing  air  emissions,  leaks,  and 
sludges  from  CWA  treatment  surface 
impoundments.  Also  mentioned  were 
other  Agency  efiorts  such  as  the 
Hazardous  Organic  NESHAPs  being 
developed  by  the  Office  of  Air,  and 
information  being  gathered  by  the  Office 
of  Solid  Waste  from  existing  databases 
on  the  management  of  nonhazardous 
industrial  wastes  as  possibly  being 
useful  for  addressing  equivalency  of 
CWA  treatment  impoundments. 

'The  Agency  also  discussed  possible 
alternative  means  of  compliance  with 
the  treatment  standards  for  the 
underlying  hazardous  constituents  once 
they  were  developed.  Options  included 
the  possible  use  of  risk-based  standards 
being  developed  for  the  Hazardous 
Waste  Identification  Rule  (HWIR)  to 
“cap”  LDR  treatment  standards;  meeting 
treatment  standards  before  land  disposal 
in  a  treatment  surface  impoundment; 
compliance  with  requirements  of  RCRA 
section  3005(j)(ll)  (i.e.,  installing 
double  liners,  groiindwater  monitoring, 
and  leachate  collection  systems  and 
removing  sludge  not  meeting  LDR 
standards  annually  for  further 
treatment);  and.  the  possibility  of 
performing  waste  minimization  as  a 
means  of  meeting  the  requirements  of 
treatability,  and  possibly  capacity, 
variances. 

Miscellaneous  issues  were  also 
discussed,  such  as:  does  the  opinion 
apply  when  characteristic  wastes  are 
treated  by  means  other  than  dilution? 
Should  de  minimis  losses  of 
characteristic  wastes  sent  to  wastewater 
treatment  systems  be  prohibited? 
Applicability  of  the  decision  to  RCRA 
Subtitle  C  surface  impoundments;  and 
possible  revisions  to  the  principle 
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established  in  the  Third  Third  rule  that 
a  change  in  treatability  group 
constituted  a  new  point  of  generation 
for  characteristic  wastes. 

Preliminary  capacity  determinations 
were  also  presented  for  comment,  as 
well  as  the  legal  basis  for  possibly 
granting  a  national  capacity  variance. 
Finally,  preliminary  regulatory  impact 
screening  analyses  for  surface  disposed 
and  underground  injected  wastes  were 
also  presented. 

2.  Solicitation  of  Comments  on  the 
Supplemental  Information  Report 

The  Agency  solicited  comments  on 
various  aspects  of  the  options  in  the 
Supplemental  Information  Report. 
Approximately  60  public -comments 
were  received  in  response  to  the  Notice 
of  Data  Availability.  The  Agency’s 
response  to  issues  that  pertain  to  today’s 
interim  final  rule  have,  in  some  cases, 
been  included  in  the  preamble 
discussion;  the  remainder  of  the 
Agency’s  responses  may  be  found  in  the 
Response  to  Comments  Background 
Document,  available  in  the  RCRA 
Docket.  Other  issues  raised  in  the  public 
comments  that  pertain  to  remanded 
portions  of  the  court’s  opinion  will  be 
considered  when  the  Agency  prepares 
proposed  approaches  in  future 
rulemakings. 

E.  Rules  Compelled  by  the  Opinion  to  be 
Issued  on  An  Emergency  Basis 

EPA  is  issuing  this  interim  final  rule 
on  an  emergency  basis  only  with  respect 
to  those  treatment  standards  that  were 
vacated  (as  opposed  to  remanded)  by 
the  court.  'The  distinction  between 
vacated  and  remanded  rules  is  that 
vacated  rules  are  no  longer  in  effect 
(once  the  court’s  mandate  issues), 
whereas  remanded  rules  remain  in  force 
until  the  Agency  acts  to  replace  them. 
This  distinction  has  considerable 
significance  with  respect  to  LDR 
treatment  standards.  If  there  is  no 
treatment  standard  for  a  prohibited 
waste  (for  example,  as  a  result  of  a 
vacatur),  that  waste  is  prohibited  from 
land  disposal,  because  it  has  not  been 
treated  to  meet  the  treatment  standard 
established  by  EPA.  and  (presumably)  is 
not  being  disposed  in  a  no-migration 
unit.  RCRA  sections  3004  (d),  (e),  and 
(g)(5).  A  remanded  treatment  standard, 
on  the  other  hand,  would  remain  in 
effect  and  disposal  of  prohibited  wastes 
treated  pursuant  to  that  standard  is  legal 
until  the  standard  is  amended. 

In  its  November  9  request  for 
rehearing  to  the  court.  EPA  specifically 
requested  that  the  Court  clarify  if  it 
intended  to  remand,  not  vacate,  the 
rules  addressing  dilution  and 
subsequent  land  disposal  of  certain 


decharacterized  wastes  being  managed 
in  Class  I  injection  wells  or  in  subtitle 
D  surface  impoundments  whose 
ultimate  disdiarge  is  subject  to  the 
CWA.  The  Court  indicate  in  its  January 
11, 1993  response  that  the  RCRA 
treatment  standards  were  vacated  only 
insofar  as  expressly  indicated  in  the 
September  25  opinion. 

m  light  of  this  order,  the  Agency’s 
opinion  is  that  the  rules  dealing  with 
centralized  wastewater  management 
involving  land  disposal  (§§  268.1(c)(3) 
and  268.3(b))  were  remanded,  not 
vacated.  (See  976  F.  2d  at  7, 19-26 
where  these  rules  are  discussed  and  not 
expressly  vacated.)  'This  means  that  the 
only  wastes  to  which  today’s  rule 
applies  are  those  ignitable  and  corrosive 
wastes  for  which  the  treatment  standard 
was  deactivation  (since  the  deactivation 
standard  for  these  wastes  was  vacated) 
and  which  are  not  managed  in  the  types 
of  centralized  wastewater  management 
systems  covered  by  the  remanded  rules 
cited  above.  Today’s  rule  would  thus 
apply,  for  example,  to  corrosive  wastes 
that  are  being  incinerated. 

An  issue  exists  under  this 
interpretation  as  to  whether  centralized 
wastewater  management  systems 
receiving  decharacterized  ignitable  or 
corrosive  wastewaters  would  have  to 
meet  the  treatment  standards  for  those 
wastes  promulgated  in  today’s  rule.  The 
Agency  does  not  read  the  opinion  as 
requiring  this  result.  In  the  first  place, 
it  seems  clear  from  the  structure  of  the 
opinion  that  the  court  was  considering 
all  issues  relating  to  centralized 
wastewater  management  as  essentially 
one  single  issue,  see  976  F.  2d  at  19-26, 
and  did  not  vacate  the  rules  affecting 
those  systems.  - 

Second,  by  not  vacating  the  rules 
allowing  treatment  standards  to  be 
achieved  through  dilution  where 
centralized  wastewater  management  is 
involved,  if  EPA  were  to  apply  the 
amended  ignitable  and  corrosive 
treatment  standards  to  these  centralized 
wastewater  management  situations, 
facilities  could  still  dilute  to  meet  the 
standards.  Such  a  result  makes  no  sense 
as  a  policy  matter,  and  so  does  not 
appear  to  reflect  the  court’s  intent. 

Third,  the  remanded  rule  relating  to 
Class  I  injection  wells  allows  injection 
of  decharacterized  wastes  provided  the 
wastes  do  not  exhibit  a  characteristic  at 
the  point  of  injection.  Consequently, 
ignitable  and  corrosive  wastes  could 
continue  to  be  decharacterized  (by  any 
means)  and  injected  in  Class  I  deep 
wells  without  meeting  the  treatment 
standards  for  those  wastes  (since 
§  268.1(c)(3)  was  remanded).  Section 
268.3(b),  on  the  other  hand,  is  drafted 
somewhat  differently  to  provide  that 


characteristic  wastes  that  are  managed 
in  wastewater  treatment  systems  whose 
discharge  is  ultimately  subject  to  the 
CWA  and  that  involve  some  type  of  land 
disposal  can  be  diluted  to  meet  the 
treatment  standards.  Although  this 
language,  unlike  the  parallel  provision 
in  268.1  respecting  Class  I  deep  wells, 
does  not  expressly  allow  wastes  not 
exhibiting  a  characteristic  at  the  point  of 
disposal  to  be  managed  in  such  systems, 
it  would  be  anomalous  to  read  the 
opinion  as  requiring  more  stringent 
rules  to  apply  to  CWA  systems  than  to 
UIC  systems,  since  the  CWA  systems 
perform  treatment  and  do  not  (as  the 
court  viewed  it)  involve  permanent  land 
disposal.  976  F.2d  at  24.  26.  In  addition, 
EPA  intended  that  the  provisions 
allowing  dilution  for  characteristic 
wastes  going  to  CWA  systems  and  Class 
I  deep  wells  have  the  same  scope.  55  FR 
at  22656-58.  Consequently,  they  should 
have  the  same  scope  in  assessing  the 
affect  of  the  court’s  vacatur. 

Finally,  the  opinion  does  not  vacate 
the  treatment  standards  for  wastewaters 
exhibiting  the  EP  characteristic. 
Consequently,  since  the  rules  on 
dilution  were  only  remanded,  such 
wastes  can  continue  to  be  diluted  and 
land  disposed  in  CWA  systems,  or  in 
Class  I  deepwells.  By  extension,  it 
makes  sense  to  allow  dilution  of 
ignitable  and  corrosive  wastewaters, 
which,  by  definition,  would  contain  EP 
constituents  (if  at  all)  in  lower 
concentrations.' 

The  following  discusses  those  types  of 
centralized  wastewater  management 
that  could  be  covered  by  today’s  rule, 
and  the  circumstances  under  which 
they  are  and  are  not  covered. 

1.  Zero  Discharge  Facilities 

In  its  Notice  of  Data  Availability,  EPA 
solicited  comment  on  whether  facilities 
that  treat  wastewater  but  do  not 
ultimately  discharge  it  to  a  navigable 
water  or  a  POTW  should  be  subject  to 
the  same  standard  of  equivalent 
treatment  as  direct  and  indirect 
dischargers  (see  Supplemental 


'  The  Agency  also  believes  that  any  issues  relating 
to  the  extent  to  which  the  opinion  applies  to 
subtitle  C  impoundments  receiving  decharacterized 
ignitable  and  corrosive  wastes  do  not  have  to  be 
addressed  in  today's  rule  because  they  arise  only 
with  respect  to  rules  that  were  remanded.  EPA 
solicited  comment  on  the  issue  of  whether  subtitle 
C  impoundments  receiving  decharacterized  wastes 
could  be  affected  by  the  court's  opinion. 
Supplemental  Information,  pp.  40-1.  The  Agency 
has  not  resolved  these  issues.  However,  the  court's 
opinion  does  not  discuss  the  issue  directly,  and  it 
would  be  artomalous  for  such  facilities  to  be 
immediately  subject  to  treatment  standards  when 
facilities  with  subtitle  D  impoundments  are  not. 
Consequently,  today's  rules  do  not  apply  to  subtitle 
C  impoundments  receiving  decharacterized 
ignitable  and  corrosive  wastes. 
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Information  Report,  pp.  38-9). 
Commenters  agreed  that  the  same 
prindples  should  apply.  The  Agency 
also  believes  that  these  facilities  should 
be  on  the  same  regulatory  tintetabie  as 
direct  and  indirect  dischargers,  and 
consequently  that  today's  treatment 
standards  should  not  apply  to  such 
facilities  when  they  do  not  apply  to 
direct  and  indirect  dischargers.  Based 
on  these  comments,  and  for  the  rea.sons 
set  out  below,  facilities  that  treat 
ignitable  and  corrosive  wastes  (either  in 
tanks  or  in  land-based  units)  in  the 
manner  described  below  and  then  land 
di.spose  the  wastewaters,  for  example, 
by  spray  irrigation  rather  than  by 
discharging  to  a  navigable  water  or  a 
POTW,  do  not  have  to  meet  the 
treatment  standards  for  ignitable  and 
corrosive  wastes  adopted  today. 

The  Agency  is  taking  this  step  in 
response  to  commenters  who  indicated 
that  they  treat  wastewaters  as  well  as 
direct  or  indirect  dischargers,  but  are 
located  in  areas  where  there  is  no  body 
of  water  into  which  to  discharge  (see, 
e.g.  Comments  of  Hoechst  Celane.se). 
These  facilities,  in  some  cases,  are 
subject  to  federal  or  state  regulatory 
limitations  that  are  as  strict  as  those  that 
apply  to  direct  and  indirect  dischargers. 

To  avoid  subjecting  zero  dischargers 
that  substantially  treat  their  wastewater 
to  regulatory  requirements  not 
applicable  to  similarly-situated  direct 
and  indirect  dischargers,  the  emergency 
rule  provides  that  zero  discharge 
facilities  performing  treatment 
equivalent  to  that  performed  by 
facilities  subject  to  CWA  limitations  and 
standards  are  not  subject  to  the 
emergency  rule.  This  standard  of 
equivalence  is  not  the  same  as  that 
which  the  Agency  must  ultimately 
address  under  the  opinion  regarding  the 
extent  of  “RCRA-equivalent”  treatment 
that  must  be  performed  to  allow 
continued  management  involving 
surface  impoundments.  (Supplemental 
Information  Report,  pp.  15-25)  Rather, 
EPA  intends  that,  for  purposes  of 
today's  rule,  facilities  that  treat  ignitable 
and  corrosive  wastewaters  by  the  types 
of  treatment  that  form  the  technical 
basis  for  most  of  the  CWA  standards  and 
limitations  (as  well  as  the  F039 
wastewater  standards)  are  not  subject  to 
the  rule.  These  types  of  treatment  are 
biological  treatment  for  organics, 
reduction  of  hexavalent  chromium, 
precipitation/sedimentation  for  metals, 
alkaline  chlorination  or  ferrous  sulfate 
precipitation  of  cyanide  (to  the  extent 
these  constituents  are  present  in  the 
untreated  influent  to  wastewater 
treatment  systems),  or  treatment  that  the 
facility  can  show  performs  as  well  or 
better  than  these  enumerated 


technologies.  The  Agency  reiterates  that 
these  criteria  has  limited  application 
only  to  this  interim  final  rule.  It  is 
included  because  the  Agency  is 
promulgating  this  rule  under  emergency 
circumstances  and  this  criteria  provides 
a  readily  ascertainable  way  of 
determining  wbo  is  and  is  not  affected 
by  today's  rule.  It  is  not  meant  to  affect 
in  any  way  what  the  appropriate  CWA 
effluent  limitation  guidelines  or 
individual  permit  limitations  based  on 
permit  writers’  Best  Professional 
judgement  may  be. 

In  determining  whether  a  facility  is 
performing  CWA-equivalent  treatment, 
treatment  would  need  to  be  performed 
only  for  those  hazardous  constituents  in 
the  ignitable  or  corrosive  wastes  (for 
purposes  of  this  evaluation).  Cf. 
Supplementary  Information  Report,  p. 

37  (treatment  of  characteristic  wastes, 
before  aggregation,  is  sufficient  to 
comply  with  treatment  standard, 
notwithstanding  that  the  same 
constituents  may  be  present  in 
noncharacteristic  streams  and  thus  may 
be  present  in  the  aggregated  mixture  of 
the  treated  characteristic  wastes  and 
non-characteristic  wastes). 

Consequently,  if  a  zero-discharge 
facility  has  metals  found  at  40  CFR  part 
261,  appendix  VIII  in  ignitable  or 
corrosive  wastes,  the  only  type  of 
treatment  it  would  need  to  be 
conducting  for  purposes  of  this  CWA- 
equivalent  treatment  showing  would  be 
treatment  for  the  metals,  even  if  other 
waste  streams  at  the  facility  contain 
organics.  The  Agency,  at  least  at  this 
time,  does  not  believe  that  the  opinion 
requires  treatment  of  those  hazardous 
constituents  not  contributed  at  least  in 
part  by  the  prohibited  wastes. 
Consequently,  the  demonstration  should 
only  concern  itself  with  constituents 
present  in  the  prohibited  wastes. 

Although  the  Agency  has  no 
information  supporting  that  such 
facilities  exist,  today's  rule  would  apply 
to  zero  dischargers  who  are  not  treating 
their  wastes  to  this  extent.  Examples  are 
facilities  that  have  seepage 
impoundments  or  evaporation  ponds 
(without  concurrent  treatment,  as 
described  above),  or  that  spray  irrigate 
without  CWA-equivalent  treatment  of 
the  wastewater.  These  facilities  would 
not  be  within  either  the  language  or  the 
policy  of  remanded  §  268.3(b),  and 
consequently  would  have  to  meet  the 
treatment  standards  for  ignitable  and 
corrosive  wastes  adopted  today  before 
the  decharacterized  wastes  are  land 
disposed. 

^A  solicits  comment  on  this 
approach,  in  particular,  if  any  more 
precise  definition  of  CWA-equivalent 
treatment  is  needed.  The  Agency’s  view 


at  this  time,  however,  is  that  attempting 
to  quantify  this  standard  beyond 
specifying  that  zero  discharge  facilities 
utilize  the  types  of  treatment  that  form 
the  basis  of  the  CWA  standards  and 
limitations  would  unnecessarily 
complicate  an  already  complex  set  of 
regulations  to  little  ultimate  benefit. 

2.  Underground  Injection  Wells  Other 
Than  Class  I 

As  discussed  above,  EPA  reads  the 
court’s  opinion  as  remanding,  rather 
than  vacating,  rules  pertaining  to 
injection  of  decharacterized  ignitable 
and  corrosive  wastes  into  Class  I  w'ells. 
However,  because  §  268.1(c)(3)  only 
applies  to  Class  I  injection  (see  the 
reference  in  that  regulation  to  40  CFR 
144.6(a)),  the  treatment  standards  for 
ignitable  and  corrosive  wastes 
promulgated  today  apply  when  those 
wastes  are  injected  into  other  than  Class 
I  wells  even  if  the  wastes  are 
decharacterized  first.  Today’s 
requirements  thus  may  apply  to  some 
injection  practices,  in  particular,  those 
involving  a  limited  number  of  Class  V' 
injection  wells.  These  typically  are 
wells  injecting  nonhazardous  wastes 
above  or  into  underground  sources  of 
drinking  water.  Class  II  wells,  it  has 
been  suggested,  could  also  be  subject  to 
today’s  rule  if  they  were  to  inject 
decharacterized  ignitable  and  corrosive 
wastes  that  are  not  drilling  fluids, 
produced  waters,  and  other  wastes 
uniquely  associated  with  the 
exploration,  development,  or 
pr^uction  of  crude  oil.  natural  gas  or 
geothermal  energy,  materials  that  are 
not  hazardous  wastes  even  at  their  point 
of  generation  (see  §  261.4(b)(5)  and 
268.1(b)).  (See  discussion  of  this  point 
in  the  next  preamble  section.) 

The  Agency  notes,  however,  that  if 
the  ignitable  and  corrosive  wastes 
injected  into  non-Class  1  wells  were  to 
be  treated  by  CWA-equivalent  means 
before  injection,  today’s  rule  would  not 
apply.  Such  facilities  would  be  a  type  of 
zero  discharge  facility  and,  since  they 
are  treating  by  the  same  means  as 
facilities  discharging  directly  or 
indirectly,  would  not  be  immediately 
subject  to  today’s  rule,  as  explained 
above. 

F.  Identification  of  Affected  Facilities 

Very  limited  data  are  available  upon 
which  to  determine  the  number  and 
types  of  facilities  that  will  be  impacted 
by  this  interim  final  rule.  Estimates  have 
been  made,  however,  based  primarily  on 
information  available  from  the  states 
and  the  Biennial  Reporting  Survey 
(BRS)  database  for  1989.  The  problem  is 
compounded  by  the  fact  that  the 
facilities  impacted  may  not  all  be 
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subject  to  any  federal  requirement 
through  which  information  could  be 
gathered. 

1.  Underground  Injection  Wells 

The  Agency  has  limited  and 
conflicting  information  about  how  many 
Class  V  wells  may  be  impacted,  as  well 
as  the  volumes  and  types  of  formerly 
characteristic  waste  injected  in  these 
wells,  making  it  difficult  to  fully  assess 
the  need  for  relief,  such  as  national 
capacity  variances  for  these  facilities. 

An  estimate  of  the  number  of  facilities 
that  could  potentially  be  impacted  by 
this  interim  final  rule  is  100.  The 
Agency  believes  that  many  of  the  Class 

V  wells  may  fall  under  the  Small 
Quantity  Generator  (SQG)  exclusion  and 
are  conditionally  exempt  from  the 
RCRA  requirements,  including  the  LDRs 
(see  268.1(e)(1)).  From  information 
gathered,  and  comments  received  on  the 
Notice  of  Data  Availability,  EPA  further 
believes  that  a  number  of  the  deep  Class 

V  wells  treat  their  wastes  prior  to 
injection,  and  thus  would  not  be 
affected  by  this  rule  if  such  a  practice 
would  qualify  them  as  a  CWA- 
equivalent  facility.  As  an  interim 
measure,  however,  the  Agency  is 
granting  a  national  capacity  variance 
extending  the  effective  date  of  today’s 
rule  for  nine  months  from  the  date  of 
signature  for  decharacterized  ignitable 
and  corrosive  wastes  injected  into  Class 

V  wells  that  do  not  engage  in  CWA- 
equivalent  treatment  l^fore  injection,  in 
order  for  the  facility  to  determine  if  it 

is  impacted,  to  develop  appropriate  on¬ 
site  modifications  for  alternative 
treatment,  and  to  obtain  off-site 
treatment  or  submit  petitions  for  case- 
by-case  capacity  variances  (see  section 
IV  of  this  preamble).  The  Agency  also 
solicits  additional  information  on  the 
number  of  Class  V  wells,  the  types  of 
wastes,  and  the  volumes  of  such  wastes 
injected.  The  Agency  believes  that  it 
would  be  prudent  for  these  Class  V,  and 
any  other  non-Class  I,  wells  to  apply  for 
case-by-case  extensions  of  the  effective 
date  during  this  nine-month  period. 

A  number  of  companies  extract 
elemental  bromine  mm  deep  geologic 
formations,  recover  the  bromine  through 
ion  exchange  processes  that  change  the 
pH  of  the  brine  to  less  than  two, 
neutralize  the  pH  to  that  of  the  original 
brine  and  reinject  the  spent  solution 
into  the  original  geologic  formation. 
Because  the  reinjection  process  is 
classified  as  a  Class  V  injection  well, 
and  because  the  brine’s  pH  is  changed 
to  less  than  two  during  the  process  of 
extracting  bromine,  these  companies 
raised  the  issue  in  their  comments  as  to 
whether  contemplated  rules  could  affect 
these  practices. 


As  described  in  the  comments,  these 
practices  involve  beneflciation  and 
possibly  mineral  processing  operations. 
(The  Agency  had  insufficient 
information  to  determine  whether  the 
operations  were  totally  beneflciation  or 
also  included  some  mineral  processing.) 
In  either  case,  the  solution  injected  into 
the  Class  V  wells  would  not  be  affected 
by  today’s  rule.  In  particular,  if  these  - 
wastes  were  generated  only  from 
beneflciation  operations,  they  would  not 
be  hazardous  at  the  point  of  generation 
and  thus,  not  affected  by  today’s  rule 
(see  §  268.1(b)).  If  some  of  the  wastes  are 
generated  from  mineral  processing 
operations,  they  still  would  not  be 
affected  by  today’s  rule  since  these 
wastes  (if  hazardous)  were  not 
identifled  as  hazardous  until  after  1984, 
and  thus  were  not  included  within  the 
scope  of  the  Third  Third  rule  (55  FR  at 
22667,  June  1. 1990).  Rather,  treatment 
standards  for  these  wastes — 
characteristic  mineral  processing 
wastes — will  be  promulgated  in  the 
future.  The  Agency  is  also  aware  of 
fundamental  arguments  as  to  whether 
brine  reinjected  in  this  manner  is  a  solid 
waste.  The  Agency  is  not  addressing 
this  issue  at  this  time. 

After  an  examination  and  evaluation 
of  the  comments  received  on  the  Notice 
of  Data  Availability,  the  Agency  believes 
that  Class  II  UIC  wells  (see  complete 
deflnition  of  Class  II  wells  under  40  CFR 
144.6(b))  injecting  oil  and  gas 
exploration  and  production  wastes  are 
not  newly  impacted  by  this  rule.  While 
one  commenter  indicated  that  this  rule 
would  impact  their  injection  of 
decharacterized  ignitable  and  corrosive 
wastes  into  a  Class  II  UIC  well,  the 
Agency  disagrees.  First,  injection  into 
Class  II  disposal  wells  of 
decharacterized  wastes  not  covered  by 
the  exemption  in  §  261.4(b)(5)  would 
violate  existing  UIC  regulations.  See 
§  146.5(b)(1)  specifying  which  wastes 
may  be  injected  into  Class  II  disposal 
wells.  Because  the  conduct  is  already 
illegal,  EPA  does  not  view  today’s  rule 
as  having  any  further  regulatory  impact 
on  that  conduct. 

Second,  injection  of  such  wastes  into 
Class  II  enhanced  recovery  wells  might 
also  be  illegal.  To  be  permissible,  the 
injected  materials  must  qualify  as  an 
"enhanced  recovery  fluid.’’  To  do  so, 
the  fluid  "must  function  primarily  to 
enhance  recovery  of  oil  and  gas  and 
must  be  recognized  by  the  Agency  as 
being  appropriate  for  enhanced  recovery 
*  *  *  In  this  context,  ‘primarily 
functions’  means  that  the  main  reason 
for  injecting  the  materials  is  to  enhance 
recovery  of  oil  and  gas  rather  than  to 
serve  as  a  means  for  disposing  of  those 
materials."  See  Report  to  Congress: 


Management  of  Wastes  from  the 
Exploration.  Development,  and 
Pr«^uction  of  Crude  Oil,  Natural  Gas, 
and  Geothermal  Energy;  Volume  1  of  3; 
Oil  and  Gas.  EPA/53a-SW-88-003. 
December,  1987,  p.  11-18.  The  Agency 
gave  produced  waters  as  one  example  of 
materials  appropriate  for  enhanced 
recovery.  Id.  In  determining  what  fluids 
are  appropriate,  the  Agency  is  of  the 
view  that  fluids  that  are  hazardous 
wastes  at  the  point  of  injection  would 
never  meet  the  test.  Decharacterized 
fluids  might  also  fail  to  satisfy  the  test 
depending  on  their  composition  as  well 
as  the  motivation  for  the  injection.  Since 
the  commenter  provided  none  of  this 
information  (or  even  indicated  if  the 
comment  referred  to  injection  in 
disposal  or  enhanced  recovery  wells), 
the  Agency  is  unable  to  assess  further 
whether  t(^ay’s  rule  might  have  any 
effect  on  these  operations. 

2.  Combustion  and  Stabilization 

Additionally,  some  of  the  wastes 
covered  by  this  rule  have  been,  and  will 
continue  to  be,  managed  in  combustion 
and  stabilization  devices.  Upon 
promulgation  of  this  rule,  such  facilities 
must  treat  the  wastes  to  remove  any 
hazardous  characteristic  and  meet  the 
treatment  standards  for  any  underlying 
hazardous  constituents,  prior  to  land 
disposal.  EPA  estimates  thatthe  number 
of  such  facilities  that  could  potentially 
be  impacted  by  this  rule  is 
approximately  340.  Submittal  of 
additional  data  and  information 
characterizing  the  universe  of  facilities 
affected  by  this  rule  is  encouraged.  See 
section  IV  of  this  preamble  for  more 
information  on  these  issues. 

G.  Future  Response  to  Issues  Remanded 
by  the  Court  Decision 

The  Agency  plans  to  address  issues 
which  have  been  remanded  by  the  court 
in  future  rulemakings.  Many  of  these 
remanded  issues  are  significantly  more 
complex  than  those  dealt  with  in  this 
interim  final  rule  regarding  the  vacated 
deactivation  treatment  standards.  In 
addition,  the  universe  of  facilities 
-affected  by  the  remanded  portions  of  the 
Third  Third  rule  is  much  broader  than 
that  covered  today,  as  it  will  include 
(among  other  things)  treatment  systems 
regulated  under  the  CWA,  Class  I 
injection  wells  regulated  under  the 
SDWA,  plus  zero  discharge  facilities 
that  are  engaged  in  treatment  that  is 
equivalent  to  CWA  dischargers. 
Furthermore,  the  volumes  of  wastes 
affected  by  the  remanded  rules  are 
much  greater  than  those  at  issue  in  this 
regulation  (one  estimate  is  that  Class  I 
injection  wells  dispose  more  than  6 
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billion  gallons  of  hazardous  waste  per 
year). 

It  is  important  that  facilities  that  will 
be  impacted  in  the  future  hy  the 
remanded  portions  of  the  court’s 
decision  b^in  immediately  to  plan  and 
take  actions  that  will  help  the  facility 
comply  with  the  new  treatment 
standards  for  ignitable,  corrosive,  and 
reactive  wastes  consistent  with  the 
court’s  decision.  Options  for  addressing 
these  issues  were  presented  in  the 
Supplemental  Information  Report 
prepared  for  the  January  19  Notice  of 
Data  Availability.  The  court  vacated  the 
deactivation  treatment  standard  for 
ignitable  and  corrosive  wastes, 
instructing  EPA  to  develop  treatment 
standards  for  the  hazardous  constituents 
in  ignitable  and  corrosive  (and  by 
natural  extension  of  the  logic,  in 
reactive)  wastes. 

Also,  it  is  clear  that  the  court  intends 
for  the  Agency  to  address  the  special 
dilution  provisions  for  CWA  and  SDWA 
Class  1  injection  wells,  specifying  that 
dilution  alone  is  not  adequate  treatment 
if  an  ignitable,  corrosive,  (and, 
presumably,  reactive)  waste  contains 
underlying  hazardous  constituents.  This 
will  potentially  greatly  impact  the 
injection  of  these  wastes  in  deep  wells, 
since  there  are  few  treatment  systems 
currently  in  place  upstream  of  the 
injection  well  that  could  treat 
underlying  hazardous  constituents,  if 
present.  Such  facilities  seem  to  have  few 
options  for  dealing  with  the  court’s 
decision:  undertaking  substantial  waste 
minimization  efforts;  installing  on-site 
treatment  systems;  arranging  for  off-site 
transport  and  treatment;  or,  applying 
for,  and  being  granted,  a  no-migration 
petition  that  would  allow  continued 
land  disposal  of  untreated  wastes. 
Although  commenters  suggest  that  EPA 
can  promulgate  a  rule  that  does  not 
require  treatment  of  underlying 
hazardous  constituents,  based  on  a 
generic  finding  that  injection  is  a 
protective  practice,  the  Agency’s 
tentative  view  is  that  this  is  not  a  viable 
option  (see  Supplemental  Information 
Report,  pp.  25-7).  However,  the  Agency 
seeks  additional  comments  on  the 
technical  and  legal  issues  raised  in  this 
notice. 

Probably  the  biggest  issue  for  CWA 
wastewater  treatment  facilities  will  be 
that  of  demonstrating  the  equivalency  of 
CWA  treatment  systems  with  RCRA 
LDR  treatment.  Associated  issues  such 
as  whether  the  opinion  authorizes 
controls  on  leakage  or  volatilization 
from  treatment  surfaca  impoundments, 
or  whether  sludges  generated  in 
impoundments  must  be  treated,  may  be 
especially  difficult  to  resolve,  even 
though  the  court’s  opinion  stated  that 


RCRA  LDR  requirements  should  make 
some  accommodations  to  allow 
continued  treatment  of  these  wastes  in 
CWA  treatment  systems.  EPA  will 
consider  the  extensive  comments  on  the 
equivalency  demonstraticm  and 
asscxdated  issues  as  the  Agency 
develops  an  approach  for  future 
propo^  rules. 

n.  Overview  of  the  Interim  Final  Rule 
The  Agency  is  promulgating  revised 
treatment  standards  for  certain  ignitable 
and  cxHTosive  wastes  that  are  not 
maneiged:  (1)  In  centralized  wastewater 
treatment  systems  subjet:t  to  the  CWA  or 
in  Class  I  underground  injection  wells 
subject  to  the  SDWA  Underground 
Injection  Control  (UIC)  program;  or,  (2) 
hy  a  zero  discharger  with  a  wastewater 
treatment  system  equivalent  to  that 
utilized  by  CWA  dischargers  prior  to 
land  disposal.  'The  treatment  standards 
promulgated  in  this  interim  rule  retain 
the  requirement  of  deactivation  to 
remove  the  hazardous  characteristic  (see 
DEACT  in  Table  1,  40  CFR  268.42); 
however,  this  rule  also  sets  numerical 
treatment  standards  for  the  underlying 
hazardous  constituents  that  may  be 
present  in  the  wastes.  EPA  is  also 
promulgating  alternative  treatment 
standards  of  incineration,  fuel 
substitution,  and  recovery  of  organics 
for  ignitable  wastes. 

In  addition,  changes  have  been  made 
in  the  format  of  40  CFR  268.42,  Table 
2,  that  simplify  the  way  the  treatment 
standards  ap{>ear,  and  thus  simplify 
compliance  monitoring.  The  various 
DOOl  and  D002  subcategories  that  have 
appeared  in  Table  2  since  promulgation 
of  the  ’Third  Third  rule  are  combined,  so 
that  now  there  are  only  three  DOOl 
subcategories  and  two  D002 
subcategories.  In  particular,  for  DOOl 
wastes,  EPA  has  broken  the 
subcategories  into:  The  40  CFR 
261.21(a)(1)  High  TOC  Ignitable  Liquids 
Subcategory  (greater  than  10%  total 
organic  carbon) — the  court  decision  had 
no  impact  on  this  treatability  group; 
EX)01  wastes  that  include  all 
descriptions  at  40  CFR  261.21  except  for 
the  §  261.21(a)(1)  High  TOC  Ignitable 
Liquids  Subcategory  managed  in  non- 
CWA/non-CWA-equivalent/non-Class  1 
SDWA  systems;  and,  DOOl  wastes  that 
include  all  descriptions  at  40  CFR 
261.21  except  for  the  §  261.21(a)(1)  High 
TOC  Ignitable  Liquids  Subcategory 
managed  in  managed  in  CWA/CWA- 
equivalent/Class  I  SDWA  systems. 

Furthermore,  new  precautionary 
measures  are  being  established  in  the 
LDR  regulations  in  40  CFR  268  to 
prevent  emissions  of  volatile  organic 
constituents  or  violent  reactions  during 
the  process  of  diluting  ignitable  and 
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reactive  wastes.  All  are  described  in 
detail  in  subsequent  sections  of  this 
preamble. 

Finally,  the  Agency  is  granting  a 
three-month  national  capacity  variance 
that  extends  the  effective  date  until 
August  9. 1993,  for  persons  aflected  by 
this  interim  final  rule,  and  an  additional 
extension  for  those  persons  who  manage 
ignitable  or  corrosive  wastes  and 
dispose  of  them  in  Class  V  UIC  wells, 
which  facilities  are  not  performing 
CWA-equi  valent  treatment  before 
injection,  that  extends  the  effective  date 
until  February  10, 1994.  These 
extensions  are  necessary  because  the 
Agency  realizes  that  even  where 
sufficient  treatment  capacity  exists,  it 
may  not  be  immediately  available.  See 
section  IV  of  this  preamble  for 
additional  information  on  these  capacity 
extensions. 

III.  Treatment  Standards  fmr  Ignitable 
and  Corrosive  Wastes 

A.  Overview  of  Treatment  Standards  for 
Ignitable  and  Corrosive  Wastes  Not 
Disposed  in  CWA  or  SDWA  Facilities  or 
That  Do  Not  Engage  in  CWA-Equivalent 
Treatment  Prior  to  Land  Disposal 

The  Agency  is  promulgating  revised 
treatment  standards  for  certain  ignitable 
(DOOl)  and  corrosive  (D002)  wastes. 

(See  list  of  applicable  waste  streams 
below.)  The  revised  standards  retain  the 
requirement  to  remove  the  hazardous 
characteristic  (i.e.,  the  deactivation 
treatment  standard  (DEACT)  remains 
applicable);  it  also  requires  that  the 
waste  be  treated  so  that  each  underlying 
hazardous  constituent  in  the  waste 
meets  the  same  concentration-based 
treatment  standard  promulgated  for  that 
constituent  in  the  treatment  standards 
for  F039  wastewaters  and 
nonwastewaters.  (F039  is  the  hazardous 
waste  code  for  liquids  that  have 
percolated  through  land  disposed 
wastes  (i.e.,  leachate)  resulting  from  the 
disposal  of  more  than  one  listed 
hazardous  waste.  See  40  CFR  261.31.) 

By  means  of  incorporating  the  F039 
treatment  standards  into  the  treatment 
standards  for  certain  ignitable  (DOOl) 
and  corrosive  (E)002)  wastes,  this  rule 
allows  the  Agency  to  address  any  and 
all  of  those  constituents  regulated 
elsewhere  in  the  Land  Disposal 
Restrictions  program  with 
concentration-based  treatment 
.standards.  Table  III-l  presents  these 
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concentrations  for  the  reader’s 
convenience. 

DOOl — Ignitable  Liquids  besed  on 
261.21(a)(l] — Wastewaters. 

DOOl — IgnitaMe  Liquids  based  on 

261.21(aKl) — Low  TOC  Ignitable  Liquids 
Subcategory — Lass  than  10%  total 
organic  carbon  (Nonwastewaters). 

DOOl — Ignitable  Reactives  based  on 
261.21(a)(2)  (Nonwastewatars). 

DOOl — Ignitable  Cmnpressed  Gases  based  on 
261.21(a)(3)  (Nonwastewaters). 

DOOl — Oxidizers  based  on  261.21(a)(4) 
(Wastewaters  and  Nonwastewaters). 

D002 — Add  Subcategory  besed  on 

261.22(aKl)  with  Ph  less  than  or  equal  to 
2  (Wastewaters  and  Nonwastewaters). 
D002 — Alkaline  Subcategpry  based  on 
261.22(a)(1)  with  Ph  greater  than  or 
equal  to  12.5  (Wastewaters  and 
Nonwastewaters). 

D002 — Other  Corrosives  based  on 
261.22(a)(2)  (Wastewaters  and 
Nonwastewaters). 

B.  The  Basis  of  the  Numerical 
Treatment  Standards 

While  the  Court  agreed  that 
deactivation  by  any  means  to  remove 
the  characteristic  property  normally  was 
appropriate  treatment,  the  Court  held 
that  because  hazardous  constituents 
could  be  present  in  these  wastes  at 
concentrations  of  concern,  the 
deactivation  standard  alone  did  not 
fully  comply  with  RC31A  section 
3004(ni).  Consequently,  EPA  is  now 
promulgating  a  treatment  standard  that 
retains  the  requirement  of  deactivation 
to  remove  the  hazardous  characteristic 
(i.e.,  DEACT)  and  that  also  sets 
numerical  treatment  standards  for  the 
hazardous  constituents  that  may  be 
present  in  DOOl  and  D002  wastes.  The 
numerical  treatment  standards  for 
organics  are  established  based  on 
whether  the  residues  are  wastewaters 
(with  total  limits  expressed  in  mg/L)  or 
nonwastewaters  (with  total  limits 
expressed  in  mg/Kg).  The  numerical 
treatment  standards  for  metals  are 
established  based  on  whether  the 
residues  are  wastewaters  (with  total 
limits  expressed  in  mg/L)  or 
nonwastewaters  (with  TCLP  limits 
expressed  in  mg/L).  Constituent-specific 
concentration  limits  allow  a  certain 
degree  of  freedom  in  selecting  the  most 
efiective,  practical  and  economical 
means  of  achieving  compliance  tlirough 
treatment  and/or  waste  minimization. 

The  Agency  has  already  promulgated 
numerical  ti'eatment  standards  for 
organics  that  EPA  believes  are 
achievable  for  most  RCRA  hazardous 
wastes.  The  Third  Third  final  rule, 
along  with  revisions  promulgated  on 
Augujst  IS.  1992  (57  FR  37203-37206), 
establi.shed  numerical  treatment 
.standards  for  organics  that  were 


essentially  applied  universally  to  most 
RLJIA  waste  codes.  The  treatment 
standards  promulgated  in  today’s  rule 
for  DOOl  and  D002  wastes  are  Itased  on 
a  transfer  of  these  same  treatment  data 
and  are  represented  by  the  existing 
standards  for  F039.  As  such,  the  new 
standards  for  DOOl  and  D002  wastes  are 
essentially  a  compilation  of  all  earlier 
treatment  standai^  and  include 
virtually  every  RCRA  hazardous 
constituent  that  can  be  routinely 
analyzed  by  existing  analytical  methods, 
(i.e,  a  set  of  approximately  200 
constituents}.^  Table  ni-l  at  the  end  of 
this  section  tabulates  these  wastewater 
and  nonwastewater  numerical 
standards. 

EPA  evaluated  treatability  data  for 
nonwastewaters  and  wastewaters  that 
are  currently  available  for  each 
hazardous  constituent.  The  resulting  set 
of  treatment  standards  reflect  EPA’s 
preference  fiu'  data  from  full-scale 
operations  over  data  from  pilot-  or 
bench-scale  units,  and  for  processes 
treating  high  concentration,  difficult-to- 
treat  wastes.  The  Final  BDAT 
Background  Document  for  U  and  P 
Wastes  and  Multisource  Leachate. 
Volumes  A  and  C.  explain  on  a 
constituent-by-constituent  basis  how 
each  wastewater  and  nonwastewater 
standard,  respectively,  was  calculated. 

EPA  developed  the  wastewater 
treatment  standards  using  constituent- 
specific  data  from  treatment  of  both 
RCRA  and  non-RCRA  wastewaters. 

These  performance  data  were  from  three 
major  sources:  (1)  Industrial  waste 
treatment  data  generated  by  the  Office  of 
Water  in  the  Effluent  Guidelines 
development  effort;  (2)  data  fi’om  EPA's 
Office  of  Research  and  Development 
Wastewater  Treatment  Database,  a 
compilation  of  treatability  research 
results  reported  in  the  technical 
literature;  and,  (3)  industry-generated 
data  submitted  to  EPA  for  the  purpose 
of  providing  data  for  the  Third  Third 
rule.  Activated  sludge  and  other  forms 
of  biological  treatment  were  the 
technologies  most  frequently  used  as  the 
basis  of  the  treatment  standards  for 
organic  constituents.  Granulated  and 
powdered  activated  carbcm,  steam  and 
air  stripping,  and  wet-air  and  chemical 
oxidation  were  also  utilized  to  establish 
standards  for  certain  organics. 

Standards  for  metals  were  generally 
based  on  lime  precipitation  follow^  by 
sedimentation  and  filtration. 


^  While  the  Agency  is  establishing  treatment 
standards  for  approximately  200  hazardutis 
constituanU.  as  discMsaad  faler  m  this  preamble, 
ompliaDce  with  the  traataant  standards  will  be 
met  for  Ihoae  hazardous  coMtituanls  reasofMbly 
axpactad  to  be  presani  m  tha  ignitable  and/or 
corrosive  waste. 


EPA  developed  the  nonwastewater 
treatment  standards  using  constituent- 
specific  data  from  treatment  of  primarily 
RCRA  wastes.  Most  data  were  from  the 
analysis  of  ash  residues  from  the 
incineration  of  14  different  waste  types. 

C.  Altenujtive  Standards  for  Ignitable 
Wastes 

For  DOOl  wastes,  EPA  is  also 
promulgating  alternative  standards  of 
incineration  (INQN).  fuel  substitution 
(PSUBS)  and  recovery  of  organics 
(RORCS).  EPA  previously  promulgated 
these  same  standards  as  BDAT  for  DOOl 
nonwastewaters  in  the  High  TCX^ 

Ignitable  Liquids  Subcategory. 

Therefore,  this  is  simply  an  extension  of 
an  existing  provision  for  these  methods 
to  serve  as  standards  for  these  wastes 
and  does  not  reflect  any  change  in 
EPA’s  preference  for  establishing 
constituent-specific  concentration  levels 
rather  than  treatment  methods  as  the 
LDR  treatment  standards.  Since  low 
TCXZ  nonwastewaters  and  the  DOOl 
wastewaters  would  necessarily  contain 
lower  concentrations  of  organics  than 
the  DOOl  nonwastewaters  in  the  high 
TCXI  Subcategory,  treatment  methods 
based  on  high  temperature  thermal 
destruction  (i.e.,  INCIN  and  PSUBS) 
would  be  expected  to  achieve  similar 
performance  for  the  hazardous  organic 
constituents  present  in  these  other  DOOl 
wastes.  Also,  while  the  recovery  of 
organics  from  DOOl  wastewaters  that 
necessarily  contain  lower 
concentrations  of  organics  may  be 
technically  more  difficult  and  somewhat 
less  economically  desirable  than 
recovery  from  DOOl  wastes  with  higher 
concentrations  of  organics,  the  Agency 
does  not  want  to  discourage  on-going 
environmentally  sound  recovery 
practices  such  as  steam  stripping,  oil- 
water  separation,  and  distillation  that 
are  currently  being  performed. 
Additionally,  all  of  these  specified 
methods  will  remove  the  E)001 
characteristic  of  ignitability. 

Because  the  emissions  from  thermal 
technologies  are  regulated  under  40  CFR 
part  264.  subpart  O,  or  40  CFR  part  266, 
subpart  H,  and  the  Agency  wants  to 
encourage  environmentally  sound 
resource  conservation,  the  Agency  finds 
INCIN.  RORGS  and  PSUBS  to  be 
acceptable  interim  alternatives  to  the 
numerical  treatment  standards, 
notwithstanding  the  Agency's 
preference  for  numerical  treatment 
standards.  Therefore  INCIN,  RORGS  and 
PSUBS  are  being  promulgated  in  today’s 
rule  as  an  alternative  to  compliance 
with  the  DEACT  plus  numerical 
standards  until  the  Agency  can 
complete  a  more  thorough  investigation 
on  the  need  to  apply  the  numerical 
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standards  to  the  residues.  The  treater  or 
generator  has,  for  the  interim,  the  option 
of  choosing  either  regulatory  alternative. 

There  are  advantages  to  either  means 
of  compliance.  Using  the  specified 
methods  reduces  the  need  for  costly 
compliance  monitoring.  Using  the 
numerical  standards  (along  with 
deactivation  of  the  characteristic)  allows 
more  freedom  in  selecting  treatment 
technologies.  As  a  general  matter,  the 
Agency  heard  in  the  LDR  Evaluation 
Project  Roundtable  meeting  ’  held 
January  12-14, 1993,  there  is  a  need  for 
more  efficient  and  meaningful 
monitoring  to  demonstrate  compliance 
with  the  numerical  treatment  standards. 
EPA  is  assessing  broad-based  changes  to 
the  LDR  monitoring  requirements  and 
intends  to  address  this  issue  in 
upcoming  notices  of  proposed 
rulemaking. 

D.  Alternatives  Discussed  in  the 
Supplemental  Information  Report 

EPA  considered  mandating  the  use  of 
particular  treatment  technologies  (such 
as  those  identified  in  appendix  VI  to 
part  268)  as  a  means  of  regulating  the 
hazardous  constituents  for  ail  ignitable, 
corrosive,  and  reactive  (ICR)  wastes. 

This  approach  appears  unnecessarily 
complicated  and  the  Agency  concluded 
it  would  lead  to  unnecessary  and 
potentially  burdensome  controls  and 
governmental  review.  In  many  cases, 
specifying  treatment  methods  would 
require  establishing  surrogate  or 


indicator  parameters  for  compliance 
monitoring  to  ensure  treatment  of  the 
hazardous  constituents.  Then,  all  the 
generators  and  treaters  would  be 
required  to  identify  and  verify  that  the 
surrogate  parameters  were  indeed 
indicators  of  treatment  for  the 
hazardous  constituents  present. 

In  addition,  for  wastes  containing 
both  metal  and  organic  constituents, 
specifying  single  types  of  treatment  does 
not  necessarily  result  in  treatment  of  all 
of  the  constituents  that  are  present. 
While  EPA  could  have  designated  a 
treatment  train,  i.e.,  a  specified 
sequence  of  treatment  processes,  as  a 
method  of  treatment,  situations  could 
arise  where  wastes  containing  only  a 
single  type  of  hazardous  constituent 
would,  then,  be  overregulated  requiring 
unnecessary  and  costly  treatment. 

EPA  also  considered  specifying  the 
methods  that  were  considered  BOAT 
during  the  development  of  the  treatment 
standards  for  each  individual  hazardous 
constituent.  However,  the  above- 
mentioned  problems  with  specifying 
methods  remained  and  new  ones 
appeared;  for  example:  specific  on-site 
technical  and  engineering  decisions, 
including  the  possibility  of  Agency 
review  and  approval  on  the  proper 
sequencing  of  treatment  units  would 
have  been  necessary;  additional 
sequencing  decisions  dependent  upon 
the  types  and  concentrations  of 
hazardous  constituents  present  would 
have  to  have  been  made;  and  whenever 


new  constituents  or  wastes  were 
introduced,  the  sequence  decisions 
would  have  to  be  reviewed  and 
reapproved. 

As  such,  EPA  believes  that 
constituent-specific  numerical  treatment 
standards  ensure  treatment  of  the 
hazardous  constituents  more  efHciently 
(on  a  regulatory  basis)  than  the 
approach  of  mandating  the  use  of 
specific  technologies.  Most  of  the 
commenters  agreed.  Although  the 
alternative  standards,  FSUBS,  INCIN 
and  RORGS  are  appropriate  as  interim 
standards  pending  EPA’s  subsequent 
development  of  treatment  standards 
reflecting  a  more  thorough  evaluation  of 
these  waste  streams,  they  are  a  special 
case  reflecting  the  need  to  respond 
promptly  to  the  court  by  instituting 
adequate  treatment  standards  for  the 
hazardous  constituents  in  these  wastes. 
Additional  reasons  supporting  the 
FSUBS,  INCIN  and  Rc5rGS  options  are 
discussed  in  section  C  immediately 
preceding  this  section. 

EPA  continues  to  prefer  constituent- 
speciflc  numerical  treatment  standards 
whenever  possible.  Setting  numerical 
standards  also  provides  for  the 
encouragement  of  innovative 
technologies  and  practices  to  achieve 
these  limits.  This  also  encourages  the 
use  of  source  reduction  techniques  to 
reduce  the  overall  loading  of  hazardous 
constituents  into  these  wastes  as 
alternative  and  cost-effective  means  of 
compliance. 


Table  lll-l.— Regulated  Constituents  and  Standards 


Constituent 

Wastewater  (mg/I) 

Nonwastewater  (mg/kg) 

Acetone  . 

0.28 

160 

Acenciphthalene  . 

0.059 

3.4 

Acenaphthene  . 

0.059 

4.0 

Acetonitrile . 

0.17 

NA 

Acetophenone  . 

0.010 

9.7 

2-Acetyiaminofluorene . 

0.059 

140 

Acrolein  . 

0.29 

NA 

Acrylortitrile . 

0.24 

84 

Ald^  . 

0.021 

0.066 

4-Aminobiphenyl  . . . 

0.13 

NA 

Aniline . 

0.810 

14 

Anthracene  . 

0.059 

4.0 

Aramite  . 

0.36 

NA 

Arodor  1016 . 

0.013 

0.92 

Afoclor  1221  . 

0.014 

0.92 

Arodor  1232  . 

0.013 

0.92 

Arodor  1242  . 

0.017 

0.92 

Arodor  1248  . 

0.013 

0.92 

Arodor  1254  . 

0.014 

1.8 

Arodor  1260  . . 

0.014 

1.8 

alpha-BHC . 

0.00014 

0.066 

beta-BHC . 

0.00014 

0.066 

’  The  LDR  Evaluation  Project  Roundtable  meeting 
was  held  with  EPA  regional  and  State  regulators,  an 
environmental  group,  the  waste  management 
industry,  and  the  regulated  community.  The  main 
intention  of  the  meeting  was  to  providie  these 


persons  an  opportunity  to  comment  on  various 
aspects  of  the  LDR  program,  and  to  offer  suggestions 
on  how  the  program  could  be  improved.  A 
summary  of  the  Roundtable  proceedings  is  available 
in  the  RCRA  Docket,  number  F-92-CD2F-S0144. 
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Table  lll-l. — Regulated  CoNsmuENTS  and  Standards— Continued 


i 

! 


Constituent 


deita-BHC  . . . . . 

gamma-BHC . . . . 

Benzene . . - . 

Benzo  (a)  antvacene . . . 

Benzo  (b)  fluoranthene . . . 

Benzo  (k)  fluoranthene . 

Benzo  (g.hj)  perytene . . 

Benzo  (a)  pyrene . i...... 

Brornodichioromethane  . . 

Bromofonrt . . 

Bromomethane  (methyl  bromide) . . 

4-Bromophenyi  phenyl  ether  . — 

n-Butanot  (n-But^  cUcohoi) . — 

Butyl  benz^  phthalate . — 

2-sec-Butyl-4.6-dinilrophenol . — 

Carbon  tetrachloride . — 

Carbon  disulflde  . — 

Chlordane . — 

p-Chloroaniline  . — 

Chlorobenzene  . — 

ChlorobenzHate  . 

2-chk>ro- 1.3-butadiene  . — 

Chlorodibromomethane . — 

Chloroetharre . — 

bis-(2-Chloroethoxy)  methane . ....... 

bis-(2-Chloroethyl)  ether . — 

Chloroform  . . . — 

bis-(2-Chloroisopropyl)  ether . — 

p-Chtoro-nvcresol . — 

Chloromethane  (methyl  chloride) . 

2-Chloronaphthalene . — 

2- Chloropherw)l . . . — 

3- Chioropropene  . — 

Chrysene  . . . . 

o-Cresol . . . . 

Cresol  (nv  and  p-  isomers) . . 

Cyciohexarrorw  . . . 

1.2- Dibrorno-3-Chioropropane . . 

1.2- Dibromoelhane  (Ethylene  dibromide) 

DibrorTK)methane . . 

2.4- Oichloropherx)xyacetic  acid  (2,4-D)  .. 

o, p-000  . . . 

p, p-000  . . . — . 

o,p-OOE . . . 

P.P-DDE . . . . 

o, p-DDT . . . . 

p, p-DOT . . . . 

Dibenzo(a,h)  anthracene . 

Dibenzo(a,e)pyrene . 

m-Oichlorobenzene  . . 

o-Oichlorobenzene  . 

p-Oichiorobenzene  . . 

Dichiorodifluoromethane . 

1.1- Oichloroethane  . 

1.2- Dichloroe(hane  . 

1.1- Dichloroethylene  . 

trans-1,2-Oichloroethylene  . 

2.4- Dichlorophanol  . 

2.6- DichloropherH)l  . «... 

1 .2- Dichioropropane . 

cis-1.3-Dichloropropene  . 

trans-1,3-Dichloropropene . 

Dieldrin  . . . 

Diethyl  phthalate  . . 

2.4- Oimethyl  phenol  . 

Dimethyl  phthalate . «... 

Di-n-butyl  phthalate  . . . . . 

1.4- Dinitrobenzene  . . . 

4.6- Dinitroctesoi  . . 

2.4- Dinitrophenol  . — . 

2.4- Dinitrotoluene  . . 

2.6- Dinitrotoluene . — 


Wastewater  (mg/I) 


Nonwastewater  (mg/kg) 


0.023 

0.0017 

0.140 

0.059 

0.055 

0.059 

0.0055 

0.061 

0.35 

0.63 

0.11 

0.055 

5.6 

aoi7 
0.066 
0.057 
0.014 
0.0033 
0.46 
0.057 
0.10 
0.057 
0.057 
0.27 
0.036 
0.033 
0.046 
0.055 
0.018 
0-19 
0.055 
0.044 
0.036 
0.059 
0.11 
0.77 
0.36 
0.11 
0.028 
0.11 
0.72 
0.023 
0.023 
0.031 
-  0.031 
0.0039 
0.0039 
0.055 
0.061 
0.036 
0.088 
0.090 
0.23 
0.059 
0.21 
0.025 
0.054 
0.044 
0.044 
0.85 
0.036 
0.036 
0.017 
0.20 
0.036 
0.047 
0.057 
0.32 
0.28 
0.12 
0.32 
0.55 


0.066 

0.066 

36 

8.2 

3.4 

3.4 

1.5 
8.2 

15 

15 

15 

15 

2.6 
7.9 
2.6 

5.6 
NA 

0.13 

16 

5.7 
NA 
NA 
15 

6.0 

12 

12 

5.6 

12 

14 
33 

5.6 

5.7 
28 

8.2 

5.6 

3.2 
NA 

15 
15 
15 
10 

0.087 

0.087 

0.087 

0.087 

0.087 

0.067 

8.2 
NA 

6.2 

6.2 

6.2 

12 

12 

12 

33 

33 

14 

14 

18 

18 

18 

ai3 

28 

14 

28 

28 

Z3 

160 

160 

140 

28 
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Table  III-1.— Regulated  Constituents  and  Standards— Continued 


1 

Constituent 

i - — - 

Wastewater  (mg/I) 

Nonwastewater  (nng/kg) 

Di-n-octyl  phthalate  . . . 

0.017 

28 

Di-n-prop^nitrosoamine  . 

0.40 

14 

Diphenyl  anine  . . 

0.52 

NA 

1,2-Diphenyl  hydrazine  . 

0.087 

NA 

Diphenyinitrosanine . 

0.40 

NA 

1,4-Dioxane  . 

0.12 

170 

Disulfoton  . 

0.017 

6.2 

Endosutfan  1  . 

0.023 

0.066 

Endosutfan  It  . 

0.029 

0.13 

Endosulfan  sulfate . 

0.029 

0.13 

Endrin  . . 

0.0028 

0.13 

Endrin  Aldehyde . 

0.025 

0.13 

Ethyl  acetate  . 

0.34 

33 

Eth^  benzene  . 

0.057 

6.0 

Eth^  cyanide . 

0.24 

360 

Eth^  ether . 

0.12 

160 

bis-(2-Ethy1hexyl)  phthalate . 

0.28 

28 

Ethyl  methacrylate . 

0.14 

160 

Eth^ene  oxide . 

0.12 

NA 

Famphur . 

0.017 

15 

Fluoranthene  . 

0.068  , 

8.2 

Fluorerw  . 

0.059 

4.0 

Ruorotrichloromethane  . 

0.020 

33 

Heptachlor . 

0.0012 

0.066 

Heptachlor  epoxide  . 

0.016 

0.066 

Hexachlorob^ene  . 

0.055 

37 

Hexachlorobutadiene  . 

0.055 

28 

Hexachlorocyciopentadiene  . 

0.057 

3.6 

Hexachlorodibenzo-furans . 

0.000063 

0.001 

Hexachlorodibenzo-p-dioxins  . 

0.000063 

0.001 

Hexachloroethane  . 

0.055 

28 

Hexachloropropene . 

0.035 

28 

Indeno  (1.2,3-c,d)  pyrene . 

0.0055 

8.2 

lodometharte  . 

0.19 

65 

Isobutanot . 

5.6 

170 

Isodrin . 

0.021  1 

i  0.066 

Isosafrole . 

0.081 

2.6 

Kaporte  . 

0.0011  1 

i  0.13 

Methacrylor>itrile  . 

0.24  j 

I  84 

Methanol . 

5.6  1 

!  NA 

Methapyriler>e . 

0.081  1 

1  1.5 

Methox^kx . 

0.25 

0.18 

3-Methylcholanthrene . . . . 

0.0055 

15 

4,4-Motlhylene-Bis-(2-chk)toarWlino) . 

0.50 

35 

Methylene  chloride  . 

0.089 

33 

Methyl  ethyl  ketone  . 

0.28 

36 

Meth^  isobutyt  ketone . 

0.14 

33 

Meth^  methacrylate  . 

0.14 

160 

Meth^  methartsulfonate  . 

0.018 

NA 

Meth^  parathion . . 

0.014 

4.6 

Naphthlaler>e  . 

0.059 

3.1 

2-Naphthylamir>e  . 

,  0.52 

NA 

p-Nitroartiline  . 

0.028 

28 

Nitrobenzene  . 

0.068 

14 

5-Nitro-o-toiuidine . . . 

0.32 

28 

4-NitropherK)i . 

0.12 

29 

N-Nitrosodiethylamir>e . 

0.40 

28 

N-Nitrosodimethylamine  . 

0.40 

NA 

N-Nitroso-di-n-butylamine . 

0.040 

17 

N-Nitrosomethytethylamine  . 

0.040 

2.3 

N-Nitrosomorpholine  . 

0.040 

2.3 

N-Nitrosopipeiridine . 

;  0.013 

35 

N-Nitrosopyrrotidine . 

0.013 

35 

Parathion  . 

0.014 

4.6 

Pentachlorobenzene  . 

0.055 

!  37 

Pentachlorodibenzo-furans  . 

0.000063 

'  0.001 

Pentachlorodibenzo-p-dioxins . 

0.000063 

j  0.001 

Pentachkxonitrobertzerte  . . . 

0.055 

I  4.8 

PentachloropherK>l  . 

0.089 

!  7.4 

Pnenacetin  . . . . . 

0.081 

1  16 

Phertanthrer>e . . 

0.059 

1  3-1 

Phenol  . 

!  0.039 

1  6.2 
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Table  lll-l  .—Regulated  Constituents  and  Standards— Continued 


Constituent 

Wastewater  (mg/I) 

Nonwastewater  (mg/kg) 

Phorate . 

0.021 

4.6 

Phthalic  anydride . . . . . 

0.069 

NA 

Pronamide  . - . 

0.093 

1.5 

Pyrene  . 

0.067 

8.2 

Pyridine  . 

0.014 

16 

Safrole  . . . . 

0.081 

22 

Siivex  (2,4.5-TP) . 

0.72 

7.9 

2.4,5-T  . . . . 

0.72 

7.9 

1.2,4,5-Tetrachloroben2ene  . 

0.055 

19 

Tetrachlorodibenzo-furans . . . 

0.000063 

0.001 

Tetrachlorodiberuo-p-dioxins . . . 

0.000063 

0.001 

1,1,1 ,2-T6trachloroethane . . 

0.057 

42 

1,1,2,2-TetrachJoroethane  . . 

0.057 

42 

Tetrachloroethylene . 

0.056 

5.6 

2,3.4,6-Tetrachlorophenol  . 

0.030 

37 

Toluene  . 

0.080 

28 

Toxaphene  . 

0.0095 

1.3 

1,2.4-Trichk>robenzer>e  . . . 

0.055 

19 

1,1,1-Trlchloroethane  .  . . 

0.054 

5.6 

1,1,2-Trichloroethane  . . . . . 

0.054 

5.6 

Trichloroethylene . 

0.054 

5.6 

2,4,5-Trichlorophenol . 

0.18 

37 

2,4,6-Trlchlorophenol . . . 

0.035 

37 

1^,3-Trichloropropane  . 

0.85 

28 

1,1,2-Trichloro-1.2.2-trifluoroethane . .'. . ;.. 

0.057 

28 

Trls(2.3.-dibromopropyl)  phosphate . 

0.11 

NA 

Vin^  chloride . 

0.27 

33 

Xylene(s)  . 

0.32 

28 

Cyanides  (Total) . 

1.2 

1.8 

Cyarrides  (Amenable) . 

0.86 

NA 

Fkx>ride  . . . . . . . 

35 

NA 

Sulfide  . 

14 

NA 

Antimony  . 

1.9 

'0.23 

Arsenic  . . . 

1.4 

'5.0 

Barium . 

1.2 

'52 

Beryilium . 

0.82 

NA 

Cadmium . 

0.20 

'  0.066 

ChromiumfTotal)  . 

0.37 

'5.2 

Copper . 

1.3 

NA 

Lead  . 

0.28 

'0.51 

Mercury  . 

0.15 

'  0.025 

Nickel . 

0.55 

'0.32 

Selenium  . . . 

0.82 

'5.7 

Silver  . 

0.29 

'  0.072 

Thallium . . . 

1.4 

NA 

Var\adium  . 

0.042 

NA 

1.0 

NA 

'These  concentrations  are  expressed  In  mg/I  and  are  measured  through  an  analysis  of  TCLP  extract;  ail  others  measured  through  a  total 
waste  analysis. 


E.  Changes  in  Treatability  Group  Are 
Not  a  New  Point  of  Generation  for 
Purposes  of  Today’s  Rule 

Treatment  of  a  wastewater  often 
generates  a  nonwastewater  sludge  as 
well  as  a  treated  wastewater.  Similarly, 
incineration  of  a  wastewater  can 
generate  a  nonwastewater  (ash)  as  well 
as  a  wastewater  (scrubber  water) 
residue.  The  issue  under  discussion 
here  is  whether  these  residues  that  are 
different  treatability  groups  require 
further  treatment.  The  Agency  has 
approached  this  issue  differently  for 
listed  and  characteristic  wastes.  Under 
the  *‘derived-ftt)m’*  rule,  residues 
generated  ft'om  the  treatment  of  listed 


wastes  are  subsequently  managed  as  the 
listed  waste;  thus  treatment  must 
continue  until  the  LDR  treatment 
standards  are  achieved  as  measured  in 
the  treatment  residue. 

No  derived-from  rule  applies  to 
characteristic  wastes,  however.  In  the 
Third  Third  Final  rule,  EPA  stated  that 
for  characteristic  wastes,  each  change  of 
treatability  group  in  a  treatment  train 
marked  a  new  point  of  generation  for 
determining  if  a  characteristic  waste 
was  prohibited  from  land  disposal  (55 
FR  22661-62).  Thus,  if  a  characteristic 
wastewater  were  treated  and  generated 
a  sludge  (a  nonwastewater)  that  did  not 
exhibit  a  characteristic,  the  sludge 
would  not  be  subject  to  any  prohibition. 


This  issue  was  discussed  in  the 
Supplemental  Information  Report 
prepared  for  the  Notice  of  Data 
Availability  published  on  January  19, 
1993  (see  Supplemental  Information 
Report,  pp.  41-2).  It  was  explained  that 
this  principle  made  sense  in  the  context 
of  the  Third  Third  rule  where  the 
treatment  standard  for  most 
characteristic  wastes  was  deactivation. 
Now  that  the  court  has  directed  EPA  to 
set  standards  for  the  underlying 
hazardous  constituents  in  wastes  that 
are  deactivated,  the  Agency  is 
reexamining  this  principle.  EPA 
solicited  comment  in  the  Supplemental 
Information  Report  on  how  much  force 
the  change  of  treatability  group 
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principle  retains  after  the  court’s 
opinion. 

Several  conunenters  addressed  this 
tssue  hy  saying  that  should  reaffirm 
its  prior  pronouncements  on  the  rules 
governing  dtanges  in  treatability  groups. 
Some  suggested  that  if  changes  were 
necessary,  they  would  be  better  made  in 
the  context  of  changes  in  the  dilution 
provisions  of  40  268.3,  when  the 

remanded  .portions  of  the  court  opinion 
are  considerad  in  the  future. 

On  the  other  hand,  other  commenters 
argued  that  the  only  way  to  be 
consistent  with  the  court’s  direction  to 
minimize  threats  to  human  health  and 
the  environment  from  hazardous 
constituents  is  to  apply  BOAT  standards 
to  treatment  residues.  They  said  diat 
such  an  approach  would  remove 
subjectivity  and  questions  about 
complianoe  with  the  LDR  treatment 
standards. 

For  wastes  addressed  in  this  interim 
final  rule  and  treated  in  combustion  and 
other  devices,  the  Agency  is  adopting  an 
approach  where  the  LDR  treatment 
standards  attach  at  the  point  of 
generation  of  the  original  ignitable  or 
corrosive  waste.  Residues  that  derive 
from  the  treatment  of  the  original 
ignitable  or  corrosive  waste  would  be 
subject  to  ekher  the  wastewater  or 
nonwastewater  F039  treatment 
standards,  based  on  the  physical  form  of 
the  residue.  (There  is  no  requirement, 
however,  to  measure  residues  for  E>001 
waste  when  a  method  of  treatment  has 
been  established  as  an  alternative 
standard  and  that  method  has  been 
used.) 

The  Agency  is  taking  this  approach  in 
today’s  rule  in  part  bemuse  of  the 
exigent  need  to  issue  an  emergency  rule, 
and  the  consequent  lack  of  time  to  try 
and  develop  an  alternative.  In  addition, 
EPA  expects  that  combustion  processes 
will  be  the  principal  type  of  technology 
utilized  to  comply  with  the  wastes 
affected  by  today’s  rule,  and  the 
principal  treatment  residue  left  from 
combustion  treatment  is  an  ash  (a 
nonwastewater),  leaving  that  ash  as  the 
only  logical  thing  to  test  to  determine 
that  the  treatment  stradards  have  been 
satined.  To  the  extmt  that  an  ignitable 
or  corrosive  wa^ewater  is  being 
disposed  ia  a  land  disposal  unit  that  is 
not  part  of  a  system  regulated  under  the 
CWA,  a  zero  discharger  that  is  not 
treating  the  wastewater  by  CWA> 
equivalent  treatment,  or  injecting  in 
other  than  a  -Class  1  undaiground 
injection  well  system,  this  also  should 
not  be  an  issue  since  the  treatment 
standards,  including  those  for  the 
underlying  hazardous  constituents, 
must  be  met  before  the  wastewater  is 
land  disposed. 


EPA  emphasizes  that  it  is  making  no 
decision,  and  establishing  no  precedent, 
on  the  issue  rs!  whether  nonwastewater 
residues  from  wastewater  treatment, 
such  as  wastewater  treatment  fudges, 
require  further  treatment  when  such 
nonwastewater  residues  are  not 
hazardous  waste  when  they  are 
gmiarated  (see  Supplemental 
Information  Report,  pp.  23-5).  As  a  legal 
matter,  the  court  did  not  directly  decide 
the  issue,  and  the  Agency’s  rules 
established  in  the  Third  Third  rule  were 
not  challenged.  In  addition,  the 
eftectiveness  of  a  wastewater  treatment 
system  is  most  appropriately 
determined  by  monitoring  the  effluent 
wastewater,  unlike  the  situation  with 
corhbustion  technology  where  treatment 
of  a  wastewater  or  nonwastewater  is 
most  appropriately  measured  by  testing 
an  ash  (a  nonwastewater). 

F.  Minimize  Threat  Levels 

The  treatment  standards  adopted 
today  are  based  on  the  performance  of 
available  treatment  technologies.  This 
approach  to  establishing  treatment 
standards  was  upheld  in  iHarardotts 
Waste  Treatment  Council  v.  EPA.  986  F. 
2d  355,  361-62  (D.C.  Cir.  1989),  cert, 
denied,  111  S.  Ct.  139  (1990)  IHWTC 
III).  The  levels  of  the  treatment 
standards  are,  of  course,  constrained  by 
the  requirement  that  the  standards  not 
be  lower  than  the  level  at  which  threats 
to  human  health  and  the  environment 
are  minimized.  Section  3004(m)(l); 
HWTC  HI.  886  F.  2d  at  363;  Third  Third 
C^inion,  976  F.  2d  at  14.  It  was  not 
possible  to  develop  such  levels  in 
today’s  rule  because  of  the  need  to  issue 
this  as  an  emergency  rule.  However,  the 
Agency  will  continue  to  evaluate 
various  approaches  for  setting  such 
jniirimize  threat  levels  and,  as 
appropriate,  propose  them  in  future 
rulenaakings.  The  Agency  solicits 
technical  and  factual  information  that 
could  aid  in  defining  the  minimize 
threat  levels. 

C.  Compliance  Monitoring 
Requirements 

As  aoted  in  the  Supplemental 
Information  Report,  one  concern  with 
implementiaag  numermal  treatment 
standards  for  the  ignitable  (DOOl)  and 
corrosive  (D002)  wastes  is  which 
hazardous  constituents  must  be 
monitored  to  d^ermine  compliance  and 
the  frequency  of  such  monitoring.  The 
treatment  standards  that  are  being 
promulgated  (in  addition  to  the  existing 
deactivatiun  treatment  standard)  for 
DOOl  wastes  (other  than  the  DOOl  high 
TOC  subcategory,  which  is  unaffect^ 
by  today’s  rule),  and  D002  wastes,  set 
numerical  limits  for  ovor  200 


constituents.  Since  each  facility’s 
ignitable  or  corrosive  wastes  likely  will 
contain  only  «  subset  of  these  hazardous 
txmstituents,  4t  seems  unnecessary  and 
wasteful  to  routinely  require  mcHirtoring 
of  all  constituents.  'Therrfore, 
compliance  with  the  treatment 
standards  promulgated  in  this  rule  for 
ignitable  and  corrosive  wastes  mu^  be 
monitored  for  only  for  those  hazardous 
constituents  “reasonably  expected  to  be 
present”  in  the  hazardous  waste. 

The  determinatioD  of  “reasonably 
expected  to  he  preseraf”  ft}r  cmnpliance 
purposes  may  -be  based  on  knowledge  of 
the  raw  materials  used,  the  process,  and 
potential  reaction  products,  or  the 
results  of  a  one-time  analysis  for  the 
entire  list  of  F039  hazardous 
constituents  that  may  be  present  in  the 
untreated  heizardous  waste.  If  a  tine-time 
analysis  of  the  entire  list  of  F039 
hazardous  constituents  is  conducted, 
subsequent  analyses  would  be  required 
for  only  those  pollutants  which  would 
reasonably  be  expected  to  be  present  in 
the  waste  as  generated,  based  «on  the 
sampling  and  analysis  results. 

This  approach  is  similar  to  that 
developed  in  the  Third  Third  final  rule 
for  measuring  compliance  with  multi¬ 
source  leachate  (F039)  standards  (55  F& 
22620,  22621).  (However,  this  apjHTiach 
for  determinrng  which  constituents  are 
present  in  the  waste  is  not  necessarily 
the  approach  that  will  be  taken  in  future 
rulemakings  when  the  remanded  rules 
are  addressed.)  If  the  facility  is 
permitted  under  RCRA,  and  the 
facility’s  Waste  Analysts  Plan  requires 
modification  to  accomplish  this,  the 
Plan  may  be  modified  through  a  Class 
1  permit  modification  with  prior 
approval  (See  amendment  to  40  CFR 
270.42  promulgated  as  part  of  today’s 
rule.  See  also  55  FR  22621  explaining 
why  it  is  reasonable  to  use  Class  I 
modification  procedures.)  If  the  facility 
is  not  permitt^  under  ItCRA,  the 
results  -of  the  one-time  analysis  for  all 
hazardous  constituents  and  any  other 
relevant  information  should  be  kept  in 
the  facility’s  files.  See  40  CFR  268.9. 
268.7(b)(5).  and  discussion  at  section  I 
below.  Generators  covered  by  the  rule 
utilizing  ^262.34  tanks  for  treating  the 
wastes  may  also  amend  their  waste 
analysis  plans  prepared  pursuant  to 
§  268.7(a)(4).  Changes  in  waste 
generation  should  be  documented  in  the 
facility  files;  furthermore,  it  is 
recommended  that  another  analysis  of 
the  F039  list  of  hazardous  constituents 
be  made.  Commenters  generally 
supported  such  an  approach. 
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H.  Addressing  Potential  VOC  Emissions 
and  Violent  Reactions  During  Dilution 
of  Ignitable  and  Reactive  Wastes 

I.  Potential  V(X^  Emissions  During 
Dilution  of  Ignitable  Wastes — 
Background  and  Comments 

The  court  held  that  EPA  must  address 
the  problem  of  VCXl  (volatile  organic 
constituents)  emissions  from  ignitable 
waste  during  dilution.  The  court 
pointed  out  that  the  Agency  had 
initially  proposed  in  the  Third  Third  to 
prohibit  dilution  of  all  ignitable  wastes 
because  of  the  risk  of  VOC  emissions 
during  dilution.  Furthermore,  the  court 
stated  that  EPA  had  presented 
inadequate  justification  in  the  final  rule 
not  to  control  emissions  during  dilution 
of  ignitable  wastes.  Thus,  in  vacating 
the  standard,  the  court  invited  the 
Agency  to  justify  non-regulation  with 
evidentiary  support  or  require  actions  to 
minimize  the  risk.  976  F.2d  at  17. 

As  was  explained  in  the 
Supplemental  Information  Report,  the 
Agency  has  reconsidered  its  premise  set 
forth  in  the  proposed  Third  Third  rule 
(see  Supplemental  Information  Report, 
pp.  34-5).  In  most  cases,  whatever  the 
risk  of  VOC  emissions  from  ignitable 
wastes  is,  it  is  not  increased  during  the 
dilution  process.  Nor  does  dilution 
normally  pose  a  risk  of  VOC  emission 
greater  than  that  posed  by  other 
methods  of  treating  these  wastes.  In  the 
Supplemental  Information  Report,  the 
Agency  also  pointed  out,  however,  that 
there  are  instances  where  diluting 
certain  wastes  could  cause  exothermic 
reactions  that  would  increase 
volatilization  or  acid  misting.  Id. 
Furthermore,  even  in  situations  where 
emissions  are  not  increased  during  the 
dilution  process,  the  wastewater 
treatment  system  may  still  pose  risks 
due  to  emissions.  EPA  solicited 
comments  on  these  issues. 

A  few  commenters  responded.  The 
Chemical  Manufacturers  Association 
and  others  agreed  with  EPA  that  in  most 
cases  the  risk  of  VOC  emissions  from 
ignitable  wastes  is  not  increased  during 
the  dilution  process.  No  commenter 
disagreed  with  EPA’s  tentative 
conclusion. 

2.  Potential  Violent  Reactions  During 
Dilution  of  Reactive  Wastes — 
Background  and  Comments 

In  the  proposed  Third  Third  rule,  EPA 
stated  that  dilution  of  reactive  wastes 
should  not  automatically  be  considered 
a  legitimate  form  of  treatment  (54  FR  at 
48426).  The  preamble  discussion 
indicated  that  most  reactive  wastes 
cannot  be  diluted  without  violent 
reaction,  and  thus  concluded  that 
dilution  is  not  a  viable  management 


alternative  for  these  wastes.  The  Agency 
took  a  different  position  in  the  final  rule 
(i.e.,  many  reactive  wastes  should  be 
diluted  with  some  type  of  liquid,  such 
as  kerosene,  in  the  case  of  water  reactive 
wastes,  in  order  to  safely  transport  such 
wastes  to  incineration  or  chemical 
treatment);  however,  the  court  looked 
primarily  at  the  proposal  in  reaching  its 
conclusion,  saying  that  while  there 
seemed  to  be  no  toxicity  concern  with 
these  wastes,  any  treatment  standard 
written  for  these  wastes  must  curb  the 
risk  of  violent  reaction  during  treatment. 
976  F.  2d  at  18. 

As  was  explained  in  the 
Supplemental  Information  Report, 
bemuse  of  their  very  nature,  reactive 
wastes  are  typically  handled  carefully  to 
avoid  violent  reaction  such  as 
explosion.  It  is  logical  that  workers  are 
very  careful  with  such  wastes  and  take 
precautions  against  any  risk  of  reaction, 
whether  through  dilution  or  other 
practices,  to  protect  their  health  and 
very  life.  Comments  were  solicited  on 
whether  dilution  is  any  more  risky  than 
other  waste  management  practices  for 
reactive  wastes.  Com.ments  were  also 
solicited  on  other  types  of  controls  that 
may  be  in  place  under  OSHA  and 
Department  of  Transportation 
requirements,  or  even  under  local  fire 
codes,  and  whether  such  controls  may 
be  adequate  to  address  the  potential  for 
violent  reactions  during  dilution. 

Commenters  stated  that  in  any 
situation  where  these  wastes  are 
deactivated  by  reaction  with  water, 
generators  are  already  appropriately 
regulated  under  other  statutes, 
including  the  Bureau  of  Alcohol, 
Tobacco,  and  Firearms  regulations  at  27 
CFR  55,  OSHA  process  safety 
management  standards  at  29  CFR 
1710.119,  and  the  chemical  process 
safety  standards  of  section  304  of  the 
Clean  Air  Act.  In  addition,  comments 
provided  by  members  of  the  Chemical 
Manufacturers  Association  (CMA) 
indicate  that  reactive  wastes  are  not 
commonly  managed  by  dilution,  and 
generators  are  highly  motivated  to 
prevent  explosions  and  fires  by 
concerns  about  employee  and 
community  safety,  business  continuity, 
and  cost.  Other  commenters  pointed 
out,  as  EPA  did  in  the  final  Third  Third 
rule,  that  dilution  of  some  types  of 
reactive  wastes  is  the  best  means  of 
removing  the  reactivity  property  (55  FR 
at  22553). 

3.  Final  Approach 

The  Agency  is  adopting  in  this 
interim  final  rule  an  approach  to 
address  the  potential  for  increased 
emissions  during  the  process  of  dilution 
of  ignitable  wastes  and  for  violent 


reactions  during  dilution  of  reactive 
wastes,  the  two  principal  risks 
potentially  warranting  extra  control. 

The  Agency  is  modifying  40  CFR  268  to 
require  that  the  general  facility 
standards  set  out  at  40  CFR  264.17(b) 
and  265.17(b)  for  permitted  and  interim 
status  facilities  be  met  during  dilution 
of  ignitable  or  reactive  characteristic 
wastes.  These  standards  require  persons 
managing  ignitable  or  reactive  wastes  to 
take  the  necessary  precautions  to 
prevent  reactions  which  generate 
extreme  heat  or  pressure,  fire  or 
explosions,  or  violent  reactions, 
produce  uncontrolled  toxic  mists, 
fumes,  dusts,  or  gases  in  harmful 
concentrations,  or  produce  uncontrolled 
flammable  fumes  or  gases  that  could 
pose  risk  of  fire  or  explosion.  As  noted 
above,  facilities  not  already  subject  to 
these  requirements  should  be  complying 
with  them  by  virtue  of  meeting  OSHA 
requirements,  fire  codes,  or  other  safety- 
related  requirements. 

Dilution  of  reactive  or  ignitable 
wastes  could  take  place  in  wastewater 
treatment  tanks  that  are  presently 
exempt  from  subtitle  C  regulation 
pursuant  to  §§  264.1(g)(6)  and 
265.1(c)(10).  We  are  making  this 
exemption  contingent  on  satisfying  the 
performance  standard  in  §  264.17(b)(and 
265.17(b)).  This  obviously  does  not 
mean  that  such  units  become  subject  to 
any  other  type  of  subtitle  C  standard. 
Nor  does  it  mean  that  these  units 
necessarily  lose  their  subtitle  C-exempt 
status  in  the  unlikely  event  of  an 
explosion  due  to  lack  of  precautions 
when  diluting  ignitable  or  reactive 
wastes.  It  only  means  that  owners  and 
operators  of  such  units  must  take 
precautions  when  they  use  them  to 
dilute  ignitable  and  reactive  wastes.  In 
addition,  because  the  Agency  believes 
that  almost  all  facilities  managing  these 
wastes  in  exempt  tanks  will  take  (and 
are  already  taking)  proper  precautions, 
and  becau.se  it  will  ordinarily  be  readily 
apparent  when  such  precautions  are  not 
taken,  EPA  is  taking  the  unusual  step  of 
not  adopting  any  type  of  recordkeeping 
requirement  to  document  compliance 
with  this  new  requirement. 

I.  Notification  Requirements 

1.  Constituents  To  Be  Included  on  the 
LDR  Notification 

EPA  solicited  comment  in  the 
Supplemental  Information  Report  on 
how  to  limit  the  underlying  hazardous 
constituents  to  be  monitored  (and  thus, 
the  ones  required  to  be  reported  on  the 
LDR  notifications)  (see  Supplemental 
Information  Report,  pp.  8-10). 
Commenters  on  this  issue  generally  said 
that  the  regulated  community  should 
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only  be  required  to  address  tbose 
constituents  which  are  in  the  ignitable 
or  corrosive  wastes  as  generated,  prior 
to  any  subsequent  mixing  with  other 
wastes,  and  the  generators  diouJd 
monitor  only  for  du>se  hazardous 
constituents  reasonably  expected  to  be 
present  in  the  1/C  waste.  This  is  the 
approach  being  adopted  for  this  interim 
finjol  rule  Isee  section  m.G  above).  The 
determination  of  which  underlying 
hazardous  constituents  are  in  the  waste 
may  be  made  based  on  a  one-time 
analysis  of  the  waste  to  determine 
which  of  the  F039  hazardous 
constituents  are  present,  or  it  may  be 
made  based  on  Imowledge  of  wh^ 
constituents  are  reasonably  expected  to 
be  present  in  the  wasta  Supporting 
documentation  for  the  determination 
must  be  k^t  in  the  generator’s  on-site 
files.  This  approach  for  determining 
which  constituents  are  present  in  t^ 
waste  is  not  necessarily  the  approach 
that  will  be  taken  in  future  rulemakings 
when  the  remanded  rules  are  address^. 

2.  Management  in  Subtitle  C — ^Regulated 
Facilities 

The  Agency  has  information  that 
many  of  the  ignitable  and  corrosive 
wastes  that  are  not  managed  in  CWA  or 
SDWA  systems  are  being  treated  in 
hazardous  waste  management  units 
(primarily  incinerators)  siAiject  to  RCRA 
subtitle  C.  In  such  a  case,  the 
notification,  certification,  and 
recordkeeping  Tequirements  set  out  in 
40  CFR  268.7  apply.  This  means, 
generally,  ^at  a  notification  would  be 
prepared  for  each  waste  ^ipment  sent 
from  the  generator  to  the  treatment 
facility,  in  the  same  manner  that  such 
paperwork  follows  a  listed  waste  from 
“cradle  to  grave.”  Once  the  waste  is  no 
lonmr  hazardous,  however,  the  only 
further  recordkeeping  and 
docunrentation  required  is  set  out  in  40 
CFR  268.9.  Section  268.9  requires  that 
the  generator/treater  (Including 
generators  who  treat,  see  51  FR  at 
40598,  November  7, 1986)  prepare  e 
one-time  notification  which  is  sent  to 
the  EPA  Region  or  authorized  state  and 
also  kept  in  the  generator  or  treateris 
files.  The  notification  must  include  the 
name  and  address  of  the  subtitle  D 
facility  receiving  a  waste  shipment,  a 
description  of  the  waste  initially 
generated,  and  the  treatment  standard  to 
which  the  waste  is  suli^ect  (see  §  268.9 
(d).  as  amended  at  57  FR  at  37271  (Aug. 
18, 1992)).  For  wastes  covered  by 
today’s  rule,  these  treatment  standards 
would  be  the  numerical  standards  for 
ignitable  and  corrosive  wastes.  'These 
treaters  must  certify  that  they  are 
familiar  with  the  treatment  process  used 
at  their  fadlity  and  that  the  process  can 


successfully  tnift  the  waste  to  meet  the 
treatment  standards  without 
impermissible  dilution.  See 
§  266.7{bH5).  which  applies  to  persons 
who  treat  formerly  chemcteristic  wastes 
(see  §  268.9(dKZ)).  The  Agency  believes 
that,  normally,  at  least  some  waste 
analysis  is  needed  to  make  a  good  faith 
showing  for  the  treatment  standards  in 
today’s  rule,  given  the  number  of 
hazardous  constituents  covered  by  those 
standards. 

It  is  important  to  state  that  in  addition 
to  other  waste  codes  that  are  currently 
required  to  be  included  on  notifications 
under  §  268.7,  genm'Btors  of  ignitable 
and  corrosive  wastes  that  are  managed 
in  non-CWA/n<m-CWA-equivalent/non- 
Class  I  ^WA  systems  must  identify  the 
underlying  hazardous  constituents  (as 
defined  in  §  268.2)  along  with  the 
correspoiKiing  constituent  treatment 
staDdards.** 

3.  Management  of  Deactivated  Ignitable 
or  Corrosive  Wastes  at  a  Stdjtitle  D 
Waste  Management  Facility 

In  certain  cases,  a  generator,  after 
removing  the  characteristic,  may  send 
the  deactivated  ignitable  and  corrosive 
waste  ofl-site  to  a  subtitle  D  waste 
treatment  facility  for  treatment  to 
address  the  underlying  hazardous 
constituents.  Such  a  situation  points  out 
a  gap  in  the  current  regulations. 

Although  the  initial  generator  of  the 
waste  would  have  to  comply  with 
§  268.9  as  explained  above,  there  is  no 
current  requirement  that  the  generator 
notify  a  subtitle  D  nonhazardous  waste 
treater  of  what  the  treatment  standards 
are,  or  for  the  subtitle  D  treater  to  verify^ 
compliance  with  those  standards  or  to 
notify  the  ultimate  disposal  facility  as  to 
what  the  standards  are.  The  Agency  is 
aware  that  these  are  deficiencies  in  the 
notification,  certification,  and 
recordkeeping  requirements  in  this 
interim  final  rule  as  they  pertain  to 
nonhazardous  wa^e  (non-subtitle  C) 
treatment  facilities. 

EPA  is  not  creating  new  requirements 
in  this  rule  to  redress  these  deficiencies 
because  the  Agency  beUeves  it  is 
unlikely  that  decharacterized  ignitable 
and  corrosive  wastes  would  be  treated 
sequentially  at  different  facilities.  (In 
addition,  the  same  problem  already 
exists  for  other  Third  Third  wastes.  See 
55  FR  at  22663,  column  1.)  It  seems 

'*  An  impmrtant  issue 'that  was  discussed  at  the 
(anuary  13-14, 1993.  LOR  Evaluation  Project 
Roundtable  meeting  was  the  notification/ 
recordkeeping  requirements  that  are  curpeiitly  in 
place.  Today's  rule  adds  certain  raquiremants  to  the 
existing  notification/recordkeeiping  system.  In 
response  to  the  concerns  expressed  by  Roundtable 
participants,  hosvever,  (he  Agency  will  examine  all 
the  aotirication/racardkeeping  requirements  of  the 
program  to  see 'if  th^  can  be  simplified. 


much  more  likely  that  generators  that 
must  send  thetr  w^te  ^-site  will  send 
it  to  a  subthle-C  hazaixlous  waite 
management  facility  to  have  both  the 
characteristic  property  removed  and  to 
treat  the  underlying  hazardous 
constituents.  Generators  who 
decharacteriae  their  ignitable  waste  on¬ 
site  may  also  be  equipped  to  treat  die 
waste  to  meet  the  treatment  standards 
for  the  underlying  hazardous 
constituents.  The  Agency  solicits 
comment,  however,  on  whether 
generators  will  send  their 
decharacterized  wastes  to  a 
nonhazardous  waste  treatment  facility 
for  treatment  of  underlying  hazardous 
constituents.  If  so,  additional  comments 
are  solicited  on  what  requirements 
should  be  impiosed  on  the  generator  and 
on  the  nonhazardous  waste  treater  to 
adequately  document  “cradle  to  grave” 
waste  management  or  on  whether 
existing  liability  and  contractual 
agreements  will  lead  the  treater  to 
obtain  complete  information  about  each 
waste  shipment.  For  example,  if  EPA 
determines  that  additional  federal 
regulation  is  necessary,  one  opftion  that 
EPA  is  considering  is  to  require  a 
generator  that  decharacterizes  an 
ignitable  or  corrosive  waste  and  sends  it 
off-site  to  a  nonhazardous  waste  facility 
for  treatment  of  the  underlying 
hazardous  constituents  to  provide  a 
notification  (see  40  CFR  268.7(a))  to 
inform  the  treater  of  the  underlying 
hazardous  constituents  in  the  waste  and 
the  applicable  treatment  standards  that 
must  be  met.  Once  the  waste  is  treated 
to  meet  the  treatment  standards  for  the 
underlying  hazardous  constituents,  the 
nonhazardous  waste  treater  would 
pro\'ide  a  one-time  notification  and 
certification  to  the  EPA  Region  or 
Authorized  state  (see  40  CFR  268.9,  as 
amended  on  August  18, 1992,  57  FR 
37194).  This  would  include  a 
recordkeeping  requirement  that  a  copy 
of  the  notification  and  certification  be 
maintained  in  the  facility’s  files. 
Comments  are  solicited  on  such  an 
approach. 

The  disposer  of  a  waste  that  was 
hazardous  at  the  point  of  generation  and 
prohibited  horn  land  disposal  has  the 
ultimate  responsilrility  for  land 
disposing  only  wastes  that  meet  LDR 
treatment  standards  (see  §  268.37  in  this 
interim  final  rule  which  implements  the 
RCRA  section  3004(gK5)  prr^bition). 
This  applies  to  both  subtitle  C  and 
subtitle  D  disposers.  *1116  Agency 
assumes  that  the  nonhazardous  waste 
treater  is  also  Ukely  to  be  the  disposer 
of  the  waste.  Therefore,  EPA 
recommends  that  generators  provide  to 
the  nonhazardous  waste  treater 
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information  on  what  underlying 
hazardoiu  constituents  are  present  in 
the  decharacterized  waste,  along  with 
the  treatment  standards.  Furthermore, 
the  nonhazardous  treater  may  want  to 
ask  the  generator  for  such  information 
as  a  condition  of  doing  business, 
particularly  if  they  are  also  disposing 
the  waste  and  so  are  responsible  for 
meeting  the  LDR  treatment  standards 
before  disposal. 

/.  De  Minimis  Losses  of  Characteristic 
Materials  Are  Not  Prohibited 

1.  De  Minimis  Losses  of  Ignitable 
(DOOl),  or  Corrosive  (D002)  Commercial 
Chemical  Products  or  Chemical 
Intermediates  Containing  Underlying 
Hazardous  Constituents 

Another  issue  demanding  attention  as 
a  result  of  the  court’s  opinion  is  that  of 
the  status  of  de  minimis  losses  to 
wastewater  treatment  systems  of 
commercial  chemical  products  or 
chemical  intermediates  that  are 
ignitable  (DOOl),  or  corrosive  (D002), 
and  that  contain  underlying  hazardous 
constituents. 

The  Supplemental  Information  Report 
discussed  whether  an  approach  similar 
to  the  mixture  rule  exception  in  40  CFR 
261.3(a)(iv)(D)  should  apply  to  these  de 
minimis  losses.  The  Agency  stated  that 
it  would  seem  incongruous  for  minor 
leaks  of  an  acid  to  a  wastewater 
treatment  system,  which  leaks  are 
inevitable  as  a  practical  matter  and  can 
most  responsibly  be  handled  by 
management  in  the  plant's  wastewater 
treatment  system  (46  FR  56583,  Nov.  17. 
1981),  to  potentially  trigger  all  of  the 
potential  consequences  of  the  Third 
Third  opinion  (see  Supplemental 
Information  Report,  pp.  39-40). 
Moreover,  this  result  would  be  more 
stringent  than  for  de  minimis  losses  of 
listed  wastes  (which  tend  to  be  more 
concentrated,  976  F.  2d  at  30).  since  the 
mixture  rule  does  not  apply  to  such 
losses.  The  Agency  stated  Either  that  it 
did  not  believe  that  the  court  considered 
this  type  of  incidental  loss  when  writing 
its  opinion. 

Commenters  supported  the  approach 
discussed  in  the  Supplemental 
Information  Report.  Therefore,  for  the 
reasons  stated  in  the  Report,  the  Agency 
is  promulgating  an  approach  whereby 
de  minimis  losses  to  wastewater 
treatment  systems  of  ignitable  (DOOl),  or 
corrosive  (D002)  commercial  chemical 
products  or  chemical  intermediates 
containing  underlying  hazardous 
constituents  are  not  considered  to  be 
prohibited  wastes.  De  minimis  is 
defined  as  losses  from  normal  material 
handling  operations  (e.g.  spills  from  the 
unloading  or  transfer  of  materials  from 


bins  or  other  containers,  leaks  horn 
pipes,  valves  or  other  devices  used  to 
transfer  materials);  minor  leaks  of 
process  equipment,  storage  tanks  or 
containers;  leaks  from  well-maintained 
pump  (>ackings  and  seals;  sample 
purgings;  and  relief  device  discharges. 

2.  Wastewaters  From  Laboratory 
Operations 

The  Agency  abo  solicited  comments 
on  whether  the  exclusion  for 
wastewaters  bom  laboratory  operations 
presently  applicable  to  list^ 
wastewaters  (see  40  CFR 
261.3(a)(2)(iv)(£))  should  also  apply  to 
ignitable  and  corrosive  wastes  covered 
by  this  interim  final  rule.  As  stated  in 
the  Supplemental  Information  Report,  it 
seems  logical  that  this  same  type  of 
exception  is  needed  for  ignitable  and 
corrosive  wastes.  The  mixture  rule 
exception  for  listed  wastes  has  not  been 
seriously  questioned  since  it  was 
adopted  in  1981,  and  these 
characteristic  wastes  will  typically 
contain  lower  concentrations  of 
hazardous  constituents  than  listed 
wastes.  CF.  976  F.  2d  at  29-30.  Thus, 
the  Agency  believes,  a  fortiorari,  that 
the  same  exception  should  apply  for 
these  characteristic  laboratory  wastes. 
Commenters  on  this  issue  all  favored 
such  an  approach. 

The  Agency,  therefore,  is 
promulgating  in  40  CFR  268.1  an 
exclusion  that  says  that  land  disposal 
prohibitions  do  not  apply  to  ignitable 
and  corrosive  laboratory  wastes  that  are 
commingled  with  other  plant 
wastewaters  under  designated 
circumstances;  ignitable  and  corrosive 
laboratory  wastes  containing  underlying 
hazardous  constituents  from  laboratory 
operations,  that  are  mixed  with  other 
plant  wastewaters  at  facilities  whose 
ultimate  discharge  is  subject  to 
regulation  under  tbe  CWA  (including 
wastewaters  at  facilities  which  have 
eliminated  the  discharge  of  wastew'ater), 
provided  that  the  annualized  flow  of 
laboratory  wastewater  into  the  facility’s 
headwork  does  not  exceed  one  percent, 
or  provided  that  the  wastes’  combined 
annualized  average  concentration  does 
not  exceed  one  part  per  million  in  the 
facility’s  headwork  (the  same  condition 
that  applies  to  the  existing  exemption  in 
40  CFR  261.3(a)(2)(iv)(E)). 

K.  Status  of  Impoundments  and 
Landfills  Receiving  Decharacterized 
Ignitable  and  Corrosive  Wastes  Subject 
to  a  Capacity  Variance 

Although  prohibited  wastes  that  are 
subject  to  a  national  capacity  variance 
that  are  going  to  be  disposed  in  landfills 
or  surface  impoundments  can  ordinarily 
only  be  disposed  in  landfills  and 


impoundments  that  satisfy  minimum 
technology  requirements  (MTR) 

(§  268.5(h)(2)),  this  does  not  apply  to 
decharacterized  prohibited  wastes 
subject  to  a  capacity  variance  that  are 
disposed  in  subtitle  D  units.  As  the 
Agency  explained  in  the  Third  Third 
rule,  the  MTR  only  apply  to  subtitle  C 
units,  and  consequently  do  not  apply  to 
subtitle  D  landfills  and  impoundments 
receiving  decharacterized  wastes.  55  FR 
at  22664. 

IV.  Capacity  Determinations 

This  section  presents  the  capacity 
analysis  for  ignitable  (DOOl  or  I  wastes) 
and  corrosive  wastes  (D002  or  C  wastes) 
for  which  the  deactivation  (DEACT) 
treatment  standards  promulgated  in  the 
Third  Third  rule  were  vacated  by  the 
court  and  for  which  new  treatment 
standards  are  being  promulgated  today. 

A.  Data  Sources  and  Limitations 

In  conducting  this  analysis,  EPA 
became  aware  of  several  limitations  in 
its  data.  First,  data  from  the  1989 
Biennial  Report  reflect  generation  and 
management  of  IC  wastes  prior  to  the 
Third  Third  rule  coming  into  effect. 
Second,  the  quantities  of  wastes  from 
the  1989  Biennial  Reporting  System 
(BRS)  may  be  underestimated  if 
disposed  wa.stes  were  diluted  very 
shortly  after  generation  and  not  reported 
in  the  survey  (commenters  have  noted 
that  these  wastes  have  not  generally 
been  considered  IC  wastes).  Third,  data 
on  constituent  concentrations  in  waste 
streams  and  in  the  residuals  from  the 
treatment  of  1C  wastes  are  very  limited. 
Finally,  while  the  Agency  expects  that 
much  of  the  unreported  diluted  IC 
wastes  are  disposed  in  CWA  and 
SDWA-regulated  systems,  the  Agency 
has  very  little  information  on 
unreported  quantities  of  IC  wastes 
affected  by  this  rule. 

In  addition,  the  Agency  is 
promulgating  alternative  treatment 
standards  expressed  as  required 
methods  of  treatment  (incineration,  fuel 
substitution,  and  solvent  recovery)  for 
DOOl  wastes.  These  methods  are  the 
same  as  those  promulgated  in  a  previous 
rule  for  the  DOOl  High  TOC  subrategory. 
In  the  Third  Third  rule  capacity 
analysis,  EPA  assigned  the  entire 
volume  of  DOOl  ignitable  liquid 
nonwastewaters  to  incineration  (both 
high  TOC  and  low  TOC)  (55  FR  22635) 
because  these  categories  could  not  be 
distinguished  in  available  data.  For  this 
analysis.  EPA  is  able  to  distinguish 
between  liquid  and  solid 
nonwastewaters  using  BRS  data. 
However,  the  Agency  is  still  unable  to 
distinguish  between  high  and  low  TOC 
DOOl  ignitable  liquid  nonwastewaters. 
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Therefore,  by  assigning  the  entire 
quantity  of  DOOl  ignitable  liquid 
nonwastewaters  subject  to  this  rule  to 
the  DOOl  wastes  covered  by  this  rule, 
the  Agency  may  be  overestimating  the 
required  capacity  for  these  wastes. 

B.  Comments  on  Capacity  From  the 
Notice  of  Data  Availability 

EPA  has  received  approximately  60 
public  comments  on  the  Supplemental 
Information  Report  prepared  for  the 
Notice  of  Data  Availability.  Of  these,  40 
commenters  dealt  with  capacity  issues 
raised  in  the  Supplemental  Information 
Report.  However,  few  commenters 
addressed  issues  related  to  the  wastes 
covered  in  this  rule  (i.e.,  deactivated 
wastes  whose  discharges  are  not 
regulated  under  CWA,  CWA- 
equivalence,  or  Class  I SDWA). 

Many  commenters  expressed  the  need 
for  a  capacity  variance  for  wastewater 
treatment  systems  in  which  IC  wastes 
are  deactivated.  As  discussed  above,  the 
Agency  will  address  IC  wastes  managed 
in  CWA/SDWA  systems  in  future 
rulemakings  and  will  make  variance 
determinations  at  that  time. 

Some  commenters  (e.g.,  Texaco,  Ethyl 
Corporation)  expressed  concern  that  the 
impact  of  this  rule  on  Class  V  injection 
wells  will  have  significant  economic 
and  capacity  impacts.  Several 
commenters  (e.g.,  CMA,  PMA,  Dupont) 
confirmed  that  the  Biennial  Report 
Survey  is  likely  to  underestimate  the 
number  of  facilities  and  quantities  of 
wastes  potentially  affected  by  this  rule 
because  many  respondents  did  not 
report  wastes  managed  in  non- 
hazardous  systems. 

C.  Methodology  and  Analysis 

In  conducting  its  capacity  analysis  for 
this  rule,  the  Agency  relied  primarily  on 
data  from  the  1989  Biennial  Reporting 
System  (BRS),  comments  to  the  Notice 
of  Data  Availability  and  discussions 
with  EPA  regional  and  state  officials  as 


well  as  other  knowledgeable  persons. 

The  IC  wastes  potentidly  afiected  by 
this  rule  are  deactivated  wastes  that  are 
not  disposed  of  in  CWA  centralized 
wastewater  treatment  systems  involving 
impoundments  or  injected  in  SDWA- 
permitted  Class  I  deepwells,  or  zero 
discharge  facilities  performing  CWA 
equivalent  treatment  of  IC  wastes  before 
final  disposal  of  those  wastes.  EPA’s 
capacity  analysis  thus  focused  on 
treatment  and  treatment  residuals  of  IC 
wastes  that  may  not  meet  the  standards 
promulgated  in  today’s  rule,  which 
wastes  are  currently  being  deactivated 
in  systems  that  are  not  regulated  under 
the  types  of  CWA,  SDWA,  or  CWA- 
equivalent  systems  described  above. 

1.  Treatment  and  Treatment  Residuals 

Treatment  and  residuals  from  the 
treatment  of  IC  wastes  may  be  affected 
by  today’s  rule  and  require  additional 
treatment.  Tables  IV-1  and  IV-2  show 
the  quantities  of  DOOl  and  D002  wastes 
going  to  on-  and  ofi-site  incineration, 
reuse  as  fuel,  stabilization  systems, 
solvent  recovery  and  evaporation, 
according  to  the  1989  Biennial  Report. 
These  tables  are  organized  to  show  the 
quantities  of  wastes  potentially  affected 
by  this  rule.  Whether  IC  wastes  are 
affected  depends  on  whether  they  are 
managed  alone  or  with  other  codes  and 
on  how  they  are.  currently  treated. 

Table  IV-1  shows  wastes  treated  in 
off-site  systems,  while  Table  IV-2  shows 
wastes  treated  in  on-site  systems.  The 
first  row  of  these  tables  contains  the 
quantities  of  wastes  carrying  only  the 
DOOl  waste  code.  The  second  row 
contains  the  quantities  of  wastes 
carrying  only  the  DOOl  code,  and  any 
D004-11  codes.  These  waste  streams  do 
not  carry  any  listed  codes,  or  other 
characteristic  codes.  The  third  row 
contains  the  quantities  of  wastes 
carrying  the  DOOl  code,  any  D004-11 
code,  along  with  any  listed  or 
characteristic  codes  the  stream  may  also 


carry.  'The  fourth  row  shows  the  > 
quantities  of  wastes  carrying  the  DOOl 
(^e,  and  a  solvent  code  (FOOl-5),  but 
no  other  codes.  The  fifth  row  shows  the 
quantities  of  wastes  in  wastes  streams 
carrying  the  DOOl  code,  a  solvent  code 
(FOOl-5),  and  any  other  code.  The  sixth 
row  contains  the  quantities  of  wastes 
only  carrying  both  DOOl  and  D002 
codes.  The  ^al  three  rows  are  similar 
to  the  first  three,  reporting  quantities  of 
wastes  carrying  only  D002,  D002  with 
any  D004-11,  and  all  streams  with  D002 
and  D004-11  as  well  as  any  other  listed 
or  characteristic  codes.  It  should  be 
noted  that  the  Biennial  Report  only 
allows  one  system  code  to  be  checked 
per  waste  stream.  Therefore,  wastes  that 
are  incinerated  prior  to  being  stabilized 
are  not  likely  to  appear  in  the 
stabilization  totals.  *1110  Agency  believes 
that  the  majority  of  DOOl  waste  streams 
are  being  treated  in  combustion  systems, 
and  will  not  be  affected  by  today’s  rule. 

Tables  IV-1  and  IV-2  show  that 
approximately  7,000  tons  of  DOOl 
wastes  are  reported  to  be  stabilized  as 
their  primary  treatment.  By  today’s  rule, 
these  wastes  may  require  incineration, 
reuse  as  fuel,  or  solvent  recovery  as 
their  initial  treatment. 

Table  IV-2  shows  that  relatively  large 
quantities  of  D002  are  reported  in  the 
Biennial  Report  as  being  treated  in 
combustion  systems  (DOOl-2  Only,  and 
D002  &  D004-11  mixed  with  other 
codes).  Approximately  300,000  tons  of 
D002  wastes  are  managed  on-site  in 
combustion  systems.  Of  these  wastes, 
70,000  tons  are  mixed  with  metal  wastes 
and  other  codes.  Assuming  a  10  percent 
residuals  to  waste  ratio.  EPA  expects 
that  approximately  10,000  tons  of  D002 
wastes  mixed  with  metal  codes  may 
require  additional  treatment,  provided 
the  constituent  concentrations  in  the 
ash  exceed  today’s  treatment  standards. 


Table  IV-1  .—Quantities  of  Wastes  Treated  in  Off-site  Incineration,  Reuse  as  Fuel,  and  Stabilization, 

Solvent  Recovery  and  Evaporation  Systems 

[tons/year] 


Incineration 

Reuse  as  fuel 

Stabilization 

Solvent  recovery 

Evaporation 

2D001Only . . . 

NA 

NA 

2,379 

NA 

0 

DOOl  and  D004-11  Only . 

NA 

NA 

429 

NA 

0 

DOOl  and  D004-11  with  other 

codes  . 

NA 

NA 

462 

NA 

NA 

DOOl  and  FOOl-5  only  . . 

NA 

NA 

118 

NA 

NA 

DOOl  and  FOOl-5  tnixed  with  other 
codes  . 

NA 

NA 

11 

NA 

NA 

D001-2  . 

5,066 

566 

923 

1,230 

0 

D002  Only . . 

23,647 

370 

5,768 

13,894 

42 

D002andDOOA-11  Only . 

1,119 

663 

4,177 

239 

88 
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Table  IV-l.— CXiANTmes  of  Wastes  Treated  tN  Off-site  Inoneration,  Reuse  as  Fuel,  and  STABiLiZAnoN. 
Solvent  Recovery  and  Evaporation  Systems— Continued 

(tons/year] 


Incineration 

Reuse  as  fuel 

Stabilization 

Solvent  recovery 

Evaporation 

D002  and  D004~11  mixed  with  other 
codes  . . . . 

9,054 

1,779 

9,017 

45 

NA 

Source:  1989  Biennial  report. 
NAvNot  applicable. 


Table  IV-2.— Quantities  of  Wastes  Treated  in  On-site  Inoneration,  Reuse  as  Fuel,  and  Stabilization, 

Solvent  Recovery  and  Evaporation  Systems 


(tona/year] 


• 

Incineration 

Reuse  as  fuel 

Stabilization 

Solvent  recovery 

Evaporation 

DOOl  Only . 

NA 

NA 

420 

NA 

1,075 

DOOl  wid  D004>11  Only  . . . . . 

DOOl  «id  D004-11  Mixed  with  oVrm 

NA 

NA 

2 

NA 

0 

codes  . . . . . . . 

NA 

NA 

1,266 

NA 

NA 

DOOl  and  F001-:6  only  . . .  . 

DOOl  and  F001-5  mixed  with  other 

NA 

NA 

34 

NA 

NA 

codes  _  _  _ 

NA 

NA 

1,255 

NA 

NA 

D001-2  „..  „  _  _  _ _ 

108,518 

124307 

0 

648 

0 

D002  Only  . . . 

5,287 

3372 

1,097 

38 

835 

D002  and  D004-11  Only  . . . . 

0002  and  D004-11  mbced  with  other 

16 

0 

4 

0 

101 

codes  . . . . 

26.484 

46,638 

1377 

4 

NA 

Source:  1969  Biennial  report. 
NAvNol  appOcable. 


2.  IC  Wastes  Currently  Deactivated 
Covered  By  This  Rule 

In  order  to  estimate  the  potential 
quantities  of  1C  wastes  aff^ed  by  this 
rule,  EPA  extracted  data  from  the  BRS 
on  IC  wastes  managed  in  surface 
impoundments  whose  discharges  are 
not  regulated  under  CWA  or  SDWA  (as 
explained  above).  Data  from  the  BRS 
in^catea  that  99.9%  of  all  waste 
quantities  disposed  of  in  surface 
impoundments  are  discharged  under 
CWA  or  in  SDWA  Qass  I  welU.  EPA 
believes  that  1C  wastes  are  land 
disposed  in  the  same  proportions  as 
other  wastes;  therefore.  EPA  believes 
that  most  1C  wastes  that  are  placed  in 
surface  impoundments  are  part  of  a 
CWA  system  or  sent  to  Class  1  wells. 

The  Agency  estimates  that 
approximately  1,000  tons  of  DOOl 
wastes  may  be  managed  in  evaporation 
systems — that  is.  wastes  that  are  subject 
to  today's  rule.  These  wastes  may 
require  alternative  treatment  capacity  if 
the  underlying  hazardous  constituents 
in  these  wastes  are  above  F039 
standards.  EPA  has  not  assigned  these 
quantities  to  treatment  technologies  ' 
because  of  the  lack  of  data  on 
constituent  composition  in  these 
evaporation  systems. 

The  Agency  has  also  become  aware  of 
wastewater  treatment  systems  that  are 
not  regulated  under  CWA/SDWA  and 


that  may  be  impacted  by  this  rule.  (As 
describe  earlier,  only  those  zero- 
discharge  facilities  that  do  not  provide 
CWA-equivalent  treatment  would  be 
impacted  by  today's  rule.)  These 
systems  are  generally  state-regulated 
through  zero  discharge,  land 
application,  or  ground-water  protection 
permits.  State  data  received  by  EPA  did 
not  indicate  whether  the  wastes 
discharged  under  these  systems  are  IC 
wastes  or  contain  decharacterized  IC 
wastes  or  what  constituent  levels  are 
allowed  in  the  state  permits. 
Furthermore,  state  standards  exist  either 
on  a  case-by-case  basis  or  in  general 
form  and  are  not  necessarily  consistent 
across  states. 

States  generally  require  treatment  of 
wastes  regulated  through  no-discharge 
permits.  EPA  has  determined  that  many 
of  these  facilities  are  providing 
treatment  similar  to  other  facilities 
whose  discharges  are  regulated  under 
CWA.  As  explained  above,  the  Agency 
has  determined  that  such  zero  discharge 
systems  will  be  addressed  at  a  future 
date,  along  with  similar  CWA  discharge 
systems.  The  Agency  believes  that  most 
of  the  wastes  regulated  by  states  through 
no-discharge,  land  application,  or 
ground-water  protection  permits  receive 
treatment  similar  to  CWA  discharge 
systems  and  are  therefore  not  covered 
by  this  rule. 


In  addition,  deactivated  IC  wastes  that 
currently  are  disposed  without  CWA- 
equivalent  treatment  into  UIC  program 
injection  wells  other  than  Class  1  wells 
would  be  affected  by  today's  rule  to  the 
extent  that  these  wastes  do  not  meet 
F039  standards.  In  particular, 
commenters  to  the  Notice  of  Data 
Availability  voiced  concerns  about  Class 
II  and  Class  V  wells. 

As  described  in  section  I.F  above, 
after  an  examination  and  evaluation  of 
the  comments  received  on  the  Notice  of 
Data  Availability,  the  Agency  believes 
that  Class  II  UK)  wells  reinjecting  oil 
and  gas  primary  production  wastes  are 
not  newly  impacted  by  this  rule. 

Data  available  to  EPA  indicates  that 
there  may  be  up  to  200,000  industrial 
Class  V  wells.  Because  of  the  lack  of 
waste  characterization  data,  it  is  not 
known  how  many  of  these  wells  receive 
deactivated  IC  wastes  or  would  meet 
F039  treatment  standards  before 
injection.  Typical  quantities  of  wastes 
injected  in  these  wells  vary  Mddely 
between  35  and  1,000  gallons  per  week. 
EPA  estimates  that  approximately 
15,000  tons  per  year  of  wastes  injected 
in  Class  V  wells  may  contain 
deactivated  IC  wastes.  This  estimate 
takes  into  account  that  some  of  these 
wastes  receive  treatment  prior  to  Class 
V  injection  and  are  either  likely  to  meet 
F039  standards  or  to  be  CWA  equivalent 
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zero  dischargers  (and  thus  not  be 
inserted  by  today’s  rule). 

The  Agency  suspects  that  many  of 
these  Class  V  wells  fall  under  the  Small 
Quantity  Generator  (SQG)  exclusion  and 
are  conmtionally  exempt  from  RCRA 
requirements,  including  the  LDRs  (see 
268.1(e)(1)).  From  the  information 
gathered,  and  comments  received  on  the 
Notice  of  Data  Availability,  EPA  further 
believes  that  a  number  of  the  deep  Class 
V  wells  treat  their  wastes  prior  to 
injection,  and  thus  would  not  be 
affected  by  this  rule  if  such  a  practice 
would  qualify  them  as  a  CWA- 
equivalent  facility. 

3.  Affected  Facilities 
Table  IV-3  shows  the  number  of 
facilities  which  indicated  in  the  BRS 
that  they  treated  DOOl  and  D002  wastes 
in  incineration,  reuse  as  fuel,  solvent 
recovery,  stabilization,  and  evaporation 
systems.  The  table  shows  both  the 
number  of  fecilities  managing  IC  wastes 
on-site  and  those  treating  wastes 
received  from  off-site.  These  include 
commercial  treatment  and  company- 
captive  treatment  facilities. 

^e  first  two  rows  of  Table  IV-3  show 
the  number  of  facilities  which  reported 
sending  waste  streams  carrying  a  DOOl 
code,  and  any  other  D  codes,  but  no 
listed  codes,  to  stabilization  and 
evaporation  systems.  The  next  three 
rows  show  the  number  of  facilities 
which  reported  sending  waste  streams 
carrying  both  the  DOOl  and  D002  codes. 


and  any  other  D  codes,  but  no  listed 
codes,  to  incineration,  reuse  as  fuel,  and 
solvent  recovery  systems.  The  last  five 
rows  show  the  number  of  facilities 
which  reported  sending  waste  streams 
carrying  a  D002  code,  and  any  other  D 
codes,  but  no  listed  codes,  to 
stabilization,  incineration,  reuse  as  fuel, 
evaporation,  and  solvent  recovery 
systems. 

Overall,  Table  rV-3  indicates  that  73 
facilities  with  on-site  treatment  systems 
and  279  commercial  and  company- 
captive  facilities  may  be  affected  by  this 
rule.  On-site  treatment  facilities  may 
have  to  reconfigure  their  current 
treatment  systems  to  include  additional 
technologies.  Commercial  facilities  are 
also  included  as  potentially  affected 
although  EPA  recognizes  that  these 
facilities  have  some  discretion  in  their 
decision  to  accept  or  reject  wastes  for 
treatment. 

EPA  contacted  state  officials  to  obtain 
information  on  non-CWA/SDWA 
systems  that  are  state-regulated  through 
zero  discharge  land  application  permits, 
as  discussed  in  the  previous  section. 
Based  on  professional  judgement,  EPA 
estimates  that  approximately  100 
facilities  regulated  under  these  state 
programs  may  manage  deactivated  IC 
wastes. 

Following  discussions  with  regional 
and  state  officials,  EPA  has  determined 
that  the  types  of  Class  V  industrial  wells 
that  may  be  impacted  by  this  rule  are; 


•  Industrial  process  water  and  waste 
disposal  wells  that  are  used  to  dispose 
of  a  wide  variety  of  wastes  and 
wastewaters  finm  industrial, 
commercial,  or  utility  processes. 
Industries  include  refineries,  chemical 
plants,  pharmaceutical  plants, 
laundromats  and  dry  cleaners, 
tanneries,  laboratories,  petroleiun 
storage  facilities,  electric  power 
generation  plants,  car  washes, 
electroplating  industries,  etc. 

•  Automobile  Service  Station 
Disposal  Wells  that  inject  wastes  firom 
repair  bay  drains  at  service  stations, 
garages,  car  dealerships,  etc. 

However,  the  Agency  believes  that 
many  of  these  facilities  are  either  Small 
Quantity  Generators  (SQGs),  or  generate 
IC  wastes  from  de  minimis  losses  of 
ignitable  or  corrosive  products,  as 
described  in  this  rule,  or  treat  their 
wastes  in  CWA-equivalent  systems 
before  permanent  disposal,  and  are 
therefore  not  covered  by  this  rule.  Based 
on  contacts  with  regional  and  state 
officials,  EPA  estimates  that  fewer  than 
100  facilities  with  Class  V  wells  may  be 
impacted.  These  include  primarily 
wastes  from  industrial  facilities  that  are 
not  treated  prior  to  injection,  and  wastes 
from  large  repair/maintenance  facilities. 
The  Agency  solicits  comment  on 
estimates,  as  well  as  additional 
information  on  the  number  of  Class  V 
wells,  the  types  of  wastes,  and  the 
volumes  of  such  wastes  injected. 


Table  IV-3.— Number  of  Facilities  Potentially  Impacted  by  This  Rule 


Type  of  waste 

Type  of  treat¬ 
ment 

Number  of  facili¬ 
ties  reporting  on¬ 
site  treatment 

Number  of  facili¬ 
ties  receiving 
wastes  from  off¬ 
site 

Waste  streams  carrying  at  least  a  0001  code,  may  have  any  other  D  code  but  no 
listed  codes. 

Stabilization  . 

4 

64 

Waste  streams  carrying  at  least  a  DOOl  code,  may  have  any  other  0  code  but  no 
listed  codes. 

Evaporation . 

3 

3 

Waste  streams  carrying  at  least  a  DOOl  and  D002  code,  may  have  any  other  D 
code  but  no  listed  codes. 

Incineration  . 

22 

89 

Waste  streams  carrying  at  least  a  DOOl  and  D002  code,  may  have  any  other  D 
code  but  no  listed  codes. 

Reuse  as  fuel  ... 

9 

31 

Waste  streams  carrying  at  least  a  DOOl  and  D002  code,  may  have  any  other  D 
code  but  no  listed  codes. 

Solvent  recovery 

1 

27 

Waste  streams  carrying  at  least  a  D002  code,  may  have  any  other  D  code  but  no 
listed  codes. 

Stabilization  . 

8 

93 

Waste  streams  carry^  at  least  a  D002  code,  may  have  any  other  0  code  but  no 
listed  codes. 

Incineration  . 

44 

206 

Waste  streams  carrykrg  at  least  a  D002  code,  may  have  any  other  D  code  but  no 
listed  codes. 

Reuse  as  fuel  ... 

11 

67 

Waste  streams  carryir^g  at  least  a  D002  code,  may  have  any  other  D  code  but  no 
listed  codes. 

Evaporation . 

7 

2 

Waste  streams  carrying  at  least  a  D002  code,  may  have  any  other  D  code  but  no 
listed  codes. 

Solvent  recovery 

4 

78 

Total  faettties  affected,  orvsite  arxl  off-site . . . 

AM  of  the  above 

73 

279 
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Table  IV-3.— Number  of  FAatmES  Potentially  Impacted  by  This  Rule— Continued 


Type  of  waste 

Type  of  treat¬ 
ment 

Number  of  fadU- 
ties  reporting  on¬ 
site  treatment 

Number  of  facul¬ 
ties  recelvirtg 
wastes  from  off¬ 
site 

Total  niimher  of  uniqge  facUHiae  . . . 

All  of  the  above 

'338 

'This  total  does  not  add  up  to  the  totals  of  the  two  columns  because  it  includes  facilities  that  report  they  treat  wastes  generated  orvsite  as  well 
as  received  from  off-site.  Source  of  data:  1989  Biermial  report. 


D.  Variance  Determinations 

The  Agency's  analysis  indicates  that 
the  quantities  of  wastes  potentially 
affected  by  this  rule  is  relatively  small, 
approximately  30,000  tons  per  year. 

EFA  estimates  that  there  is  750,000  tons 
of  combustion  capacity  for  liquids  and 
solids,  and  over  1,000,000  tons  of 
stabilization  treatment  capacity. 
Therefore,  a  capacity  extension  is  not 
generally  warranted.  However,  capacity 
to  provide  additional  treatment  for  these 
wastes  may  not  be  immediately 
available.  Therefore,  in  order  to  allow 
all  generators  and  off-site  treatment 
facilities  the  time  necessary  to  install 
additional  treatment  equipment  that 
may  be  needed,  and  to  perform  the 
necessary  testing  procedures  to 
determine  whether  their  wastes  are 
ejected  by  this  rule,  the  Agency  is 
granting  a  90-day  national  capacity 
variance  from  the  effective  date  of  this 
rule  to  ignitable  (DOOl)  and  corrosive 
(D002)  wastes  covered  imder  this 
rulemaking. 

As  noted  above,  the  Agency  believes 
that  most  of  the  Class  V  wells  which 
could  be  potentially  impacted  by  this 
rule  either  fall  under  the  Small  Quantity 
Generator  (SQG)  exclusion  and  are 
conditionally  exempt  from  RCRA 
requirements,  including  the  LDRs  (see 
268.1(e)(1)),  or  have  CWA-equi valent 
treatment  systems  and  are  therefore  not 
affected  by  today’s  rule.  As  an  interim 
measure,  however,  the  Agency  is 
granting  a  national  capacity  variance 
extending  the  effective  date  of  today's 
rule  for  nine  months  from  the  date  of 
signatxue  for  decharacterized  ignitable 
and  corrosive  wastes  injected  into  Class 
V  wells  in  order  for  the  facility  to 
determine:  (1)  If  it  is  impacted;  (2)  to 
develop  appropriate  on-site 
modifications  for  alternative  treatment: 
(3)  to  obtain  off-site  treatment;  and,  if 
necessary,  submit  petitions  for  case-by¬ 
case  capacity  variances  (see  section  IV 
of  this  preamble).  The  Agency  also 
solicits  additional  information  on  the 
nximber  of  Class  V  wells,  the  types  of 
wastes,  and  the  volumes  of  such  wastes 
injected.  The  Agency  believes  that  it 
would  be  prudent  for  these  Class  V 
wells  to  apply  for  case-by-case 


extensions  of  the  effective  date  during 
this  nine-month  extension  period. 

The  Agency  wishes  to  emphasize  that 
deactivated  IC  wastes  regulated  imder 
CWA/CWA-equivalent/SDWA  will  be 
addressed  in  ^ture  rulemakings. 

Current  treatment  standards  for  wastes 
managed  in  these  systems  remain  in 
effect. 

V.  State  Authority 

A.  Applicability  of  Rules  in  Authorized 
States 

Under  section  3006  of  RCRA,  EPA 
may  authorize  qualified  States  to 
administer  and  enforce  the  RCRA 
program  within  the  State.  Following 
authorization.  EPA  retains  enforcement 
authority  under  sections  3008,  3013, 
and  7003  of  RCRA,  although  authorized 
States  have  primary  enforcement 
responsibility.  The  standards  and 
requirements  for  authorization  are 
found  in  40  CFR  part  271. 

Prior  to  the  Hazardous  and  Solid 
Waste  Amendments  of  1984  (HSWA),  a 
State  with  final  authorization 
administered  its  hazardous  waste 
program  in  lieu  of  EPA  administering 
the  Federal  program  in  that  State.  The 
Federal  requirements  no  longer  applied 
in  the  authorized  State,  and  EPA  could 
not  issue  permits  for  any  facilities  that 
the  State  was  authorized  to  permit. 

When  new,  more  stringent  Federal 
requirements  were  promulgated  or 
enacted,  the  State  was  obliged  to  enact 
equivalent  authority  within  specified 
time  frames.  New  Federal  requirements 
did  not  take  effect  as  RCRA 
requirements  in  an  authorized  State 
until  the  State  adopted  the  requirements 
as  State  law,  and  ^A  approved  the 
State’s  revisions. 

In  contrast,  under  RCRA  section 
3006(g)  (42  U.S.C.  6926(g)).  new 
requirements  and  prohibitions  imposed 
by  HSWA  take  effect  in  authorized 
States  at  the  same  time  that  they  take 
effect  in  nonauthorized  States.  EPA  is 
directed  to  carry  out  these  requirements 
and  prohibitions  in  authorized  States, 
including  the  issuance  of  permits,  until 
the  State  is  granted  authorization  to  do 
so.  While  States  must  still  adopt  HSWA- 
related  provisions  as  State  law  to  retain 
final  authorization,  HSWA  applies  in 


Federally  authorized  States  in  the 
interim. 

Today’s  rule  is  being  promulgated 
pursuant  to  sections  3004  (d)  t^ugh 
(k).  and  (m).  of  RCRA  (42  U.S.C  6924 
(d)  through  (k).  and  (m)).  It  is  added  to 
Table  1  in  40  CFR  271. l(j),  which 
identifies  the  Federal  program 
requirements  that  are  promulgated 
pursuant  to  HSWA  and  that  take  effect 
in  all  States,  regardless  of  their 
authorization  status.  States  may  apply 
for  either  interim  or  final  authorization 
for  the  HSWA  provisions  in  Table  1,  as 
discussed  in  the  following  section  of 
this  preamble.  Table  2  in  40  CFR 
271. l(j)  is  also  modified  to  indicate  that 
this  rule  is  a  self-implementing 
provision  of  HSWA. 

B.  Effect  on  State  Authorization 

As  noted  above,  EPA  is  today 
finalizing  an  interim  rule  that  will  be 
implemented  in  non-authorized  and 
authorized  States  until  their  programs 
are  modified  to  adopt  these  rules  and 
the  modification  is  approved  by  EPA. 
Because  the  rule  is  promulgated 
pursuant  to  HSWA.  a  State  submitting  a 
program  modification  may  apply  to 
receive  either  interim  or  final 
authorization  under  RCRA  section 
3006(g)(2)  or  3006(b),  respectively,  on 
the  basis  of  requirements  that  are 
substantially  equivalent  or  equivalent  to 
EPA’s.  The  procedures  and  s^edule  for 
State  program  modifications  for  either 
interim  or  final  authorization  are 
described  in  40  CFR  271.21. 

Section  271.21(e)(2)  requires  that 
States  with  final  authorization  must 
modify  their  programs  to  reflect  Federal 
program  changes  and  to  subsequently 
submit  the  mc^ification  to  EPA  for 
approval.  The  deadline  by  which  the 
State  would  have  to  modify  its  program 
to  adopt  these  regulations  is  specified  in 
§  271.21(e).  The  deadline  is  July  1, 1994, 
because  this  rulemaking  was  finalized 
on  or  before  June  30. 1993.  This 
deadline  can  be  extended  in  certain 
cases  (see  $  271.21(e)(3)).  Once  EPA 
approves  the  modification,  the  State 
requirements  become  Subtitle  C  RCRA 
requirements,  and  the  State  assumes 
re^onsibility  for  this  implementation. 

States  with  authorized  RCRA 
programs  may  already  have 
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requirements  simiiar  to  diose  in  today’'s 
rale.  These  State  regulations  have 
not  been  assessed  against  the  Federal 
regulations  being  hnalized  today  to 
determine  whether  they  meet  the  tests 
for  authorization.  Thus,  a  State  is  not 
authorized  to  implement  these 
requirements  in  lieu  of  EPA  until  the 
State  program  modifications  are 
approved.  Of  course,  states  with  existing 
standards  could  continue  to  administer 
and  enforce  tbw  standards  as  a  mMter 
of  State  law.  In  implementing  the 
Federal  pragram.  l^A  will  work  with 
Stales  under  agreemoits  to  minimize 
duplication  of  efforts.  In  many  cases, 
EPA  will  be  able  to  delin'  to  the  States 
in  their  efforts  to  implement  their 
programs  rathn  than  tdie  separate 
actions  undn  Federal  authority. 

States  that  submit  their  first  official 
applications  for  final  autbcmzation  less 
than  12  months  aftn  the  effective  date 
of  these  regulations  are  not  required  to 
incKide  standards  equivalent  to  these 
regulations  in  their  application. 
However,  the  State  must  modify  its 
program  by  the  deedline  set  forth  in 
§  271.21(e).  States  that  submit  official 
applications  for  final  authorization  12 
months  after  the  effective  date  of  these 
regulations  must  include  standards 
equivalent  to  these  regulations  in  their 
application.  The  requirements  a  state 
must  meet  when  submitting  its  final 
authorization  application  are  set  forth  in 
40  CFR  271.3. 

The  regulations  being  finalized  today 
need  not  affect  the  State’s  Underground 
Injection  Control  (UIC)  primacy  status. 

VI.  Regulatory  Requirements 

A.  Economic  Impact  Screening  Analysis 
Pursaant  to  Executive  Order  12291 

Executive  Order  No.  12291  requires 
that  a  regulatory  agency  consider  for 
each  regulation  the  potential  benefits  as 
compai^  to  the  potential  costs  to 
society.  To  this  end,  for  all  major  rules, 
a  Regulatory  Impact  Analysis  (RIA) 
must  be  condiurted.  An  RIA  is  a 
qumitification  of  the  potential  benefits, 
costs,  and  economic  impacts  of  a  rule. 

A  major  rule  is  defined  as  a  regulation 
estimated  to  result  in: 

•  An  annual  ^ect  on  the  economy  of 
$100  million  or  more;  or 

•  A  miqcH'  increase  in  costs  or  prices 
for  consumers,  individuals,  industries. 
Federal.  State,  md  local  government 
agencies,  or  geographic  regioas;  or 

•  Sigidficant  adverse  efforts  on 
competkioo.  employment,  investment. 
prodnctiTity.  innovalkm,  or  on  the 
ability  of  United  States-based 
enterprises  to  compete  with  foreign- 
based  enterprises  in  domestic  or  export 
markets. 


The  Agency  conducted  a  screening 
dialysis  to  learn  whether  the  costs 
incurred  under  the  today’s  rule  exceed 
$100  million  annually,  ffius  making  it  a 
major  rule.  EPA  determined  that  the 
incremental  cost  of  the  rule  is  between 
$8  and  $13  million  per  year.  Because 
today's  rule  is  a  minor  rule,  the  Agency 
has  prepared  an  Economic  Impact 
Screening  Analysis  (EIA),  analyzing  the 
costs  and  economic  impacts  of  the  rule. 
The  Ag«icy  has  not  performed  a 
quantification  of  the  mnefits 
attributable  to  today’s  r\ile. 

The  discussion  which  follows 
addresses  the  methodology  and  results 
of  the  EIA.  The  methodology  section 
summarizes  the  approach  taken  for 
determining  the  volumes,  costs  and 
economic  impacts  associated  with 
today’s  rule.  The  results  section 
describes  the  results  for  the  volume, 
cost  and  economic  impact  estimations. 

A  more  detailed  description  of  the 
methodology  and  results  sections  may 
be  found  in  the  ‘’Economic  Impact 
Analysis  for  the  Interim  Final  Rule  in 
Response  to  the  Third  Third  Court 
Case,”  which  has  been  placed  in  the 
docket  for  today’s  rule. 

1.  Methodology 

a.  Estimation  of  Affected  Volumes — 
Overview.  The  volume  addressed  in 
today’s  rule  covers  the  ignitable  (DOOl) 
and  corrosive  (E)002)  (1C)  wastes  with 
hazardous  constituonts  at  levels  greater 
than  the  F039  treatment  standards  that 
are  managed  at  fodlities  other  than 
those  whose  discharge  is  regulated 
under  the  CWA,  zero-discharge  facilities 
engaging  in  CWA-equivalent  treatment 
prior  to  land  disposal,  and  fodlities 
injecting  these  wastes  into  Class  1  deep 
injection  wells  regulated  undm*  the 
SOW  A.  Because  ik  differences  in 
baseline  and  pmst-regulatory 
management  practices  for  DOOl  and 
D002  liquids  and  treatment  residuals, 
EPA  con^dered  these  three  subsets  of 
affected  wastes  separately  in  Us 
analysis. 

The  Agency  r^ied  heavily  on  three 
sources  ^  information  to  develop  an 
estimate  of  the  waste  volumes  affected 
by  today’s  rule.  The  1989  BRS  provided 
DOOl  and  D002  quantities  as  reported  to 
EPA  by  large  quantity  generators.  EPA 
used  the  1986  Treatment,  Storage. 
Disposal  and  Recycling  Facility  Survey 
(TSI^l  and  1989  telejkume  survey 
update  perfmned  by  OSW  to  help 
estimate-the  prc^rtions  of  (1)  liquid 
wastes  discharged  directly  (Le.,  without 
placemoit  in  a  land  based  unit)  under 
the  CWA.  and  (2)  lk|uid  wastes  {daced 
in  a  surface  impoundment  with  no 
discharge.  Thirdly.  EPA  used  respcmses 
to  the  Questionnaire  for  Facihties  that 


Land  Dispose  Newly-Identified  Organic 
TC  Wastes  (referred  to  hareafier  as  the 
1992  TC  Survey)  to  update  wastewater 
managemmit  information  collected  for 
the  TSDR  and  the  subsequent  1989 
telephone  update.  A  more  detailed 
descriptkui  of  the  Agency’s  volume 
estimation  process  is  described  in  die 
background  document  in  die  docket  for 
today's  rule. 

It  should  be  noted  that  in  estimating 
the  affected  volumes  for  today’s  rule 
there  is  a  volume  of  DOOl  and  D002 
never  reported  as  hazardous  waste  in 
the  Agency’s  survey  data.  While  the 
Agency  performed  a  sensitivity  analysis 
to  determine  how  this  unr^xirted 
quantity  may  increase  the  impact  of 
today’s  rule,  the  lack  of  data  presented 
limitations  to  the  analysis. 

b.  Estimation  of  Affected  Volumes — 
Liquids.  The  Agency  employed  the  BRS 
to  identify,  using  information  on 
treatment  practices  for  Uc^ds,  which 
liquids  could  potentially  be  managed  on 
the  land.  EPA  then  used  factors  to 
approximate  the  quantities  of  liquids; 

(1)  that  could  be  placed  on  the  land,  and 

(2)  that  would  not  be  managed  in 
systems  regulated  under  the  CWA/ 
CWA-equivalent/SDWA  not  affected  by 
today’s  rule.  To  determine  these  factors, 
the  Agency  reviewed  waste  management 
information  firom  the  TSDR,  as  modified 
by  the  1989  telephone  update.  'The 
Agency  then  employed  infonnation 
collected  as  part  of  the  1992  TC  Survey 
which  indicated  that  8  of  the  10  largest 
generators  of  potentially  land-disposed 
liquids,  as  reported  in  the  1989  BRS,  no 
longer  had  surface  impoundments.  EPA 
linked  this  infcainatioo  to  the 
management  information  contained  in 
the  TSDR,  and  detennined  that  in 
general  only  13  percent  of  Kouids  are 
managed  in  sxirfoce  impounaments 
during  treatment,  storage  or  disposak 
Therefore.  EPA  multiplied  all  DOOl 
and  D002  liquid  volumes  it  obtained 
from  the  BRS  by  13  percent  to  estimate 
the  quantities  of  DOOl  and  D(R)2  likely 
managed  on  the  land. 

In  (Weloping  a  generic  Esctor  to 
estimate  quantities  of  DOOl  and  D002 
liquids  affected  by  today’s  rule,  the 
Agency  first  assumed  that  any  liquids  in 
the  1986  TSDR  survey  denot^  as  being 
managed  in  treatment  or  storage 
impoundments  were  being  mimaged  in 
those  units  temporarily,  and  would 
eventually  be  discharged  pursuant  to 
CWA  regulations.  Furthermore.  EPA 
assumed  th^  liquids  denoted  in  the 
TSDR  as  being  mmiaged  in  surfoce 
impoundmaiks  with  no  discharge  were 
managed  in  those  units  permanently 
and  would  not  be  regulated  under  these 
two  statutes.  Based  on  these  two 
assumptions  of  surface  impoundment 
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management,  EPA  estimated  that  one 

Cat  of  the  liquids  managed  in  land- 
units  are  peraianently  managed  in 
these  \mits.  and  are  not  subsequently 
discharged  through  systems  regulated 
under  the  CWA  or  SDWA,  or  receiving 
CWA-equivalent  treatment.  Therefore, 
by  combining  its  two  factors  (i.e..  13 
percent  and  1  percent),  EPA  estimated 
that,  in  general,  only  0.13  percent  of 
potentially  land-disposed  liquids  in  the 
1989  BRS  would  be  affected  by  today’s 
rule.  EPA  applied  this  percentage 
generically  to  all  IC  waste  to  determine 
the  waste  quantities  for  its  cost  analysis. 

c.  Estimation  of  Affected  Volumes — 
Residuals.  As  EPA  has  specihed 
treatment  methods  for  DOOl  wastes, 
which  if  used  remove  the  burden  of 
testing  for  compliance,  the  Agency  is 
assuming  that  die  only  costs  incurred 
under  today’s  rule  for  the  treatment  of 
residues  will  be  incurred  for  tho'se 
residues  generated  from  the  treatment  of 
E)002  wastes.  To  determine  the  quantity 
of  residuals  affected  by  today’s  rule,  the 
Agency  used  the  1989  BRS  data  to 
identify  the  volumes  of  D002  liquids, 
sludges,  and  solids  currently  going  to 
three  categories  of  treatment: 
incineration,  fuel  substitution,  and 
recovery  of  organics.  EPA  then 
developed  residual  factors  for  the 
combinations  of  waste  forms  and 
treatment  categories.  EPA  assumed,  as 
an  upper  bound,  that  at  least  one 
constituent  concentration  in  the 
residuals  would  exceed  the  treatment 
standards  in  every  case.  However, 
because  the  treatment  technologies 
currently  being  employed  to  treat  D002 
are  effective  in  destroying  or  removing 
organics,  EPA  assumed  that  these 
residuals  would  only  require 
stabilization  to  reduce  leachable  levels 
of  metals.  In  other  words,  EPA  assumed 
that  all  residuals  would  fail  the 
treatment  standards,  but  only  for  metals, 
and  therefore  would  require  treatment 
in  the  form  of  stabilization  in  all  cases. 
EPA  considered  the  solid  fraction  of 
waste  only,  exf>ecting  that  any  facility 
with  substantial  liquid  residuals  will 
already  have  a  treatment  system 
regulated  under  the  CWA  or  SDWA. 

d.  Estimation  of  Affected  Volumes — 
Affected  Class  V  Wells.  To  estimate  the 
volumes  of  waste  from  the  affected  Class 
V  wells,  the  Agency  drew  from  volume 
estimates  prepared  by  the  Ofhce  of 
Water  for  work  on  a  Class  V  injection 
well  proposed  rule.  The  volume 
estimating  process  is  described  in 
greater  detail  in  the  “Economic  Impact 
Analysis  for  the  Interim  Final  Rule  in 
Response  to  the  Third  Third  Court 
Case,’*  which  has  been  placed  in  the 
docket  for  today’s  rule. 


The  Agency  used  estimates  of  the 
number  of  wells  affected,  and  the 
disposal  rate  of  waste  for  model  wells  in 
order  to  develop  an  estimate  of  the  total 
annual  disposal  rate  of  waste  in  tons  per 
years  for  the  Class  V  wells.  Next,  EPA 
approximated  the  percentage  of  this 
total  volume  which  would  be  IC  waste, 
and  thus  potentially  covered  under 
today’s  rule.  This  approximation  was 
derived  using  the  1989  BRS  Summary 
Report  and  the  1990  RIA  for  the  Third 
Third  LDR.  This  interim  result 
represents  the  total  annual  amount  of  IC 
waste  disposed  in  Class  V  wells.  Using 
this  result,  the  Agency  estimated  those 
volumes  which  are  managed  under  the 
small  quantity  exemption,  and  therefore 
would  not  be  affected  by  today’s  rule. 
Further.  EPA  estimated  the  volumes 
which  have  hazardous  constituents 
below  F039  levels,  and  so  would  also 
not  be  affected  by  today’s  rule.  The 
resultant  volume  represents  the  total 
amount  of  Class  V  injected  waste 
affected  by  today’s  rule. 

e.  Estimation  of  Costs  Incurred — 
Liquids,  Residuals  and  Affected  Class  V . 
Wells.  To  estimate  the  range  of  costs 
expected  to  be  incurred  as  a  result  of 
today’s  rule,  the  Agency  developed 
baseline  and  post-regulatory 
management  assumptions  for  IC  wastes. 
The  incremental  costs  of  the  rule  are 
derived  by  comparing  baseline  costs 
with  the  costs  resulting  under  the  post- 
regulatory  scenario. 

The  baseline  waste  management 
scenario  for  all  1C  waste  is  assumed  to 
be  deactivation  followed  by  subtitle  D 
disposal.  Treatment  to  comply  with 
standards  set  in  today’s  rule  will  vary 
widely,  depending  on  the  chemical 
composition  and  physical  form  of  the 
waste.  Because  of  data  limitations,  it  is 
impossible  to  predict  exact  treatment 
technologies  which  would  be  employed 
by  waste  management  facilities;  thus, 
the  Agency  relied  on  assumptions  to 
estimate  the  upper-bound  of  the  post- 
regulatory  compliance  cost. 

^e  Agency  employed  an  upper- 
bound  estimate  that  all  facilities 
managing  wastewaters  in  non-CWA/ 
non-CWA-equivalent/non-SDWA 
systems  would  incur  the  cost  of 
switching  from  land-based  units  to 
tanks.  This  approach  overestimates  the 
true  cost  for  those  facilities  that  choose 
rather  to  employ  treatment  and  testing 
where  found  to  be  less  costly  than 
replacement  with  tanks.  For  certain 
facilities  where  replacement  with  tanks 
is  not  an  option,  however,  this  approach 
may  not  be  overestimate.  The  Agency 
developed  cost  functions  for 
replacement  with  tanks.  These  detailed 
assumptions  are  presented  in  the 
“Economic  Impact  Analysis  for  the 


Interim  Final  Rule  in  Response  to  the 
Third  Third  Court  Case.” 

For  the  residuals  hum  thermal 
treatment  (e.g.,  incineration,  reuse  as 
fuel,  solvent  recovery),  the  Agency 
assigned  stabilization  treatment  to  the 
total  volume  of  residual,  followed  by 
subtitle  D  disposal  of  the  stabilized 
mass.  The  Agency  used  a  range  of 
stabilization  unit  costs  between  $108/ 
ton  and  $210/ton,  to  estimate  the  cost  of 
residuals  management  under  today’s 
rule.  However,  as  the  $2 10/ton  cost 
includes  subtitle  C  disposal,  it  should 
be  viewed  as  a  high  bound  cost. 

For  the  last  category  of  wastes 
addressed  under  today’s  rule,  the  wastes 
attributed  to  Class  V  wells,  the  Agency 
used  the  total  volume  estimate 
developed  above  with  a  unit  cost  of 
$240  per  ton  of  waste  treated  to  produce 
a  total  cost  estimate  for  the  rule.  This 
approach  was  required  due  to  the  lack 
of  data  and  time  for  the  analysis  of  Class 
V  wells.  The  $240  per  ton  is  for  the 
post-regulatory  treatment  technology, 
and  is  equivalent  to  many  technologies 
which  might  be  chosen,  such  as: 
chemical  precipitation,  carbon 
absorption  or  biological  treatment.  As 
the  Agency  has  not  been  able  to  focus 
on  the  exact  volume  affected  by  today’s 
rule,  nor  does  the  Agency  have 
knowledge  on  the  possible  treatments 
used  in  the  post-regulatory  scenario, 
this  estimate  is  a  high-bound  estimate 
for  the  Class  V  wells. 

f.  Estimation  of  Costs  Incurred — 
Testing  Costs.  There  could  bo  analytic 
costs  incurred  under  today’s  rule  for 
residues  from  treating  D002  wastes,  and 
for  DOOl  wastes  not  treated  by 
combustion  or  reclamation  technologies. 
While  some  managers  of  potentially 
affected  DOOl  and  D002  wastes  and 
residues  may  ultimately  use 
professional  knowledge  to  determine 
whether  they  meet  the  treatment 
standards,  testing  will  likely  be 
necessary  for  a  short  period  following 
promulgation  of  today’s  rule. 

The  Agency  believes  that  the  testing 
costs  in  the  long-term  will  be  negligible, 
as  it  is  believed  that  facilities  will  shift 
to  using  professional  knowledge 
following  initial  testing.  In  addition,  the 
facilities  not  using  a  specihed  method, 
and  thus  require  testing,  may  only 
require  testing  for  the  presence  of 
metals.  However,  the  Agency  has 
estimated  a  high-bound  cost  for  testing 
assuming  that  half  of  the  affected 
facilities  would  perform  testing,  rather 
than  using  professional  knowledge. 
With  the  cost  of  testing  for  all  F039 
constituents  estimated  to  be  $3000  per 
test,  the  Agency  determined  a  total 
annual  testing  cost  hgure  of 
approximately  $1  million. 
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g.  Estimation  of  Costs  Incaaed— 
Reporting  Requirements.  Pennitted 
treatment  fecilfties  that  have  Waste 
Analyaia  Plans  reqninng^  a  permit 
modificatien  in  order  to  be  abCa  to  tre^ 
undeHymg  hazardous  constituents  will 
be  impact^  by  today’s  rate.  As 
mentioned  previously  in  this  preamble, 
such  modifications  may  be  made 
through  a  Class  1  permit  modification 
with  prior  approval.  (Also,  see 
amendment  to  40  CFR  270.42 
promuljgated  as  part  of  today's  nrte.) 

The  Agency,,  employing  standard 
assumptions  of  number  of  burden  hours 
for  a  ria-SB  1  permit  modification  with 
prior  approval,  estimates  the  costs 
incuTT^  as  a  result  of  these  reporting 
requirements  to  be  $10300.  A  more 
detailed  discussion  of  the  costing 
procedure  for  reporting  requirements  is 
included  in  the  Economic  Impact 
Analysis  background  document  for 
today’s  rule. 

h.  Methodology  for  Economic  Impact 
Analysis.  As  facility-specific  cost  data 
are  not  available  for  the  affected 
volumes  in  today’s  rate,  EPA  is  not  able 
to  conduct  a  quantitative  economic 
impact  analysis.  However,  given  the 
time  and  data  available,  the  Agmcy 
prepared  an  examination  of  the  costs  of 
today’s  rule,  disaggregiKed  by  2-digit 
SIC  codes,  m  the  Economic  Impact 
Analysis  background  document 
prepared  for  this  interim  final  rule  and 
available  in  the  RCRA  docket. 

B.  Results 

a.  Results  of  Affected  Volumes 
Estimation 

EPA  conservatively  estimates  an 
upper  bound  of  73,000  tons  of  liquids 
(not  including  those  sent  to  Class  V 
wells);  36JOOO  tons  of  residuals  from 
treatment;  and  15,000  tons  of  liquids 
going  to  Class  V  wells  being  affected  by 
today’s  rote.  'The  volume  of  liquids  is 
low  because  most  facilities  have 
established  systems  that  utilize  exempt 
units  (i.e.,  tanks)  or  centralized 
treatment  whose  discharge  is  ultimately 
regulated  under  the  CWA  and  SDWA. 
The  volumes  attributed  to  CJass  V  wells 
are  low  because  the  maiority  of  Class  V 
wells  are  small  quantity  generators,  or 
do  not  have  wastes  which  have 
hazardous  constituents  at  levels  above 
the  F039  treatment  levels.  U  should  be 
noted  that,  the  Agency  analysis 
overestim^es  quantities  affected  in  that 
it  typically  does  not  account  for  the 
volumes  which  would  already  meet 
treatment  standmtls  and  thus  not 
require  addhional  treatment  under 
today’s  rule  (except  in  the  case  of  Class 
V  wells). 


b.  Resists  of  iociemental  Costs  Incurred 

In  developing  its  method  to  assess  the 
cost  of  today’s  rale,,  the  Agency  has 
relied  on  ^veral  conservative 
assumptions.  The  Agency  estimates  that 
the  compliance  cost  of  today’s  rale  is 
between  $8  and  $13  miHion  annually. 
Table  VI-1  presents  the  estimates  for 
each  category  of  affected  waste. 


Table  VI^-i  .-Upper-Bound  Compli¬ 
ance  Cost  of  the  Rule  by  Waste 
Type 


Waste  type 

Quantity 

affected 

(lons/yr) 

Incremental 
conrpiiance  cost 
($  miHiorVyr) 

Liquids _ 

73,000 

<0.5 

Residuals _ 

36,000 

33  to  7.6 

Class  V  Walls 

-15,000 

3.5 

Analytical 

costs. 

0  to  1.0 

Total  . 

7.9  to  T2.6 

d.  Sensitivity  Analysis  of  Cost  Results 

The  Agency’s  sensitivity  analysis 
covered  only  the  potentially  missing 
volume  of  IC  waste  currently  being 
deactivated  and  managed  as 
nonhazardous  waste.  The  Agency’s 
sensitivity  analysis  portrays  possible 
quantities  of  deactivated  IC  waste,  aird 
the  resultant  cost  ramifications  in  an 
order  of  magnitude  approach.  A  more 
thorough  examination  of  the  limitations 
in  the  analysis  of  today’s  rule  is 
included  in  the  ’’Economic  Impact 
Analysis  for  the  fiiterim  Final  Rule  in 
Response  to  the  Third  Third  Court 
Case”  background  document,  which  has 
been  placed  in  the  docket  for  today’s 
rule. 

The  Agency  believes  that  all 
deactivated  IC  volumes  managed  as 
nonhazardous  waste  would  be 
wastewaters  (i.e.:  liqiiids),  as  sludges 
and  solids  are  not  typically  managed 
through  exempt  units.  The  Agency’s 
estimate  of  quantities  of  affected  liquids, 
as  shown  in  Table  VI— 1,  is  73,000  tons 
per  year.  The  resulting  incremental  cost 
for  this  73,000  tons  per  year  of  liquid 
waste  is  <$0.5  million  per  year. 

Therefore,  if  the  73,000  tons  per  year 
is  doubted  as  a  result  of  these 
nonhazardous  IC  volumes  which  are  not 
captured  in  today’s  analysis,  the 
resulting  incremental  costs  for  liquids 
would  be  apptroximedely  $1.0  million 
per  year.  If  the  quantity  was  multiplied 
by  5.  the  resulting  cost  would  be 
approximately  $2.5  million  per  year.  If 
the  quantity  was  multiplied  by  10  times, 
the  cost  would  be  roughly  $5  million 
per  year.  And  finally,  if  the  volume  was 
multiplied  by  50.  so  that  the  volume 
was  3.63  million  tons  p^  year,  the 


incremental  cost  woidd  be 
approximately  $25  milUon  per  year. 

The  Agimcy  emphasiaee  that  the 
volume  and  cost  estim^es  prasmted  in 
Table  Vt-1  are  uppec-bound  estha^es 
derived  by  applying  a  series  of 
conservative  assumptioas  that  wwe 
useful  given  the  absence  of  substaatial 
detailed  data.  It  is  acknowlec^ed  that 
some  volume  of  1C  waste  may  exist 
which  is  managed  as  nonhazmdous 
waste  currently,  and  therefore  not 
accounted  for  m  the  EPA’s  eetira^e.  The 
Agency’s  sensitivity  an^ysis  should  be 
viewed  as  order-of-magnituda  estimates, 
providing  a  screening  teval  examination 
of  potential  costs  for  a  series  of 
hypothetical  voltrmes, 

B.  Regulatory  FPexibRity  Analysis 

Pursuant  to  the  Regulatory  Ftexibility 
Act  of  1980,  5  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.,  when 
an  agencypublishes  a  notice  of 
rulemaking,  for  a  rale  that  will  have  a 
significant  effect  on  a  suhsttmtial 
number  of  small  entities,  the  agency 
must  prepare  and  make  available  for 
public  comment  a  regulatory  flexibility 
analysis  that  considers  the  effect  of  the 
rule  on  small  entities  (Le.:  sm^l 
businesses,  small  organizations,  and 
small  governmental  jurisdictions). 

Under  the  Agency’s  Revised  Guidelines 
for  Implementing  The  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act.  dated  May  4, 1992,  the 
Agency  committed  to  considering 
regulatory  alternatives  in  xutemaldngs 
when  there  were  any  economic  impacts 
estimated  on  any  so^l  entities. 

Previous  guidance  required  regulatory 
alternatives  to  be  examined  only  when 
significmit  economic  effects  were 
estimated  on  a  substantial  number  of 
small  entities. 

In  assessing  the  regulatory  approach 
for  dealing  with  small  entities  in  today's 
rule,  the  Agency  considered  three 
factors.  First,  due  to  the  low  annual 
incremental  cost  of  $7.9  million 
estimated  for  today’s  rule,  the  Agency 
anticipates  minimal  impacts  on  small 
entities.  Second,  data  on  potentially 
affected  small  entities  are  unavailable. 
And  third,  due  to  the  statutory 
requirements  of  RCRA,  no  te^  avMiues 
exist  for  the  Agency  to  provi^  relief 
from  the  LDR’s  for  small  entities.  The 
only  relief  available  for  small  entities 
are  the  existing  small  quantity 
generators  and  conditionally  exempt 
small  quantity  generator  exemptions 
found  in  40  CFR  262.11-12,  and  261.5, 
respectively.  These  exemptions 
basicdly  prescribe  100  kilograms  (kg) 
per  calendar  month  generation  of 
hazardous  waste  as  the  hmit  below 
which  one  is  exempted  from  complying 
with  the  RCRA  standards. 
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Given  these  three  fsctors,  the  Agency 
was  unable  to  frame  a  series  iA  sn^ 
entity  options  from  which  to  select  the 
lowest  cost  approach:  rather,  the  Agency 
was  legally  bound  to  one  approach,  it 
can  only  stated  that  minimal  impacts 
are  antidpated  for  small  entities  under 
the  approach  employed  in  dealing  with 
the  issues  in  today's  rule. 

C.  Paperwork  Reduction  Act 

With  the  exception  of  the  requirement 
to  include  the  underlying  hazardous 
constituents  on  the  notification,  the 
information  collection  requirements  in 
this  rule  have  been  approved  by  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(OMB)  imder  the  Paperwork  Reduction 
Act,  44  U.S.C.  3501  et  seq.  and  have 
been  assigned  control  number  2050- 
0085. 

The  information  collection 
requirements  associated  with  the 
amended  notification  requirements, 
requiring  generators  and  treaters  of 
certain  DMl  and  D002  wastes  to 
indude  the  underlying  hazardous 
constituents  on  the  notification,  have 
been  submitted  for  approval  to  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(OMB)  under  the  Paperwork  Reduction 
Act,  44  U.S.C.  3501  et  seq.  These 
requirements  are  not  effective  until 
Ol^  approves  them  and  a  technical 
amendment  to  that  efiect  is  published  in 
the  Federal  Register.  An  Information 
Collection  Request  document  has  been 
prepared  by  EPA  (ICR  No.  1442.05)  and 
a  copy  may  be  obtained  from  Sandy 
Fanner,  Information  Policy  Branch. 

EPA.  401  M  Street.  SW.  (PM-223Y). 
Washington,  DC  20460  or  by  calling 
(202)  260-2740. 

Public  reporting  burden  for  this 
collection  of  information  is  estimated  to 
average  about  3  to  6  hours  per  response 
for  generators  and  3  hours  per  response 
for  treaters,  induding  time  for  reviewing 
instructions,  searching  existing  data 
sources,  gathering  and  maintaining  the 
required  data,  and  completing  and 
reviewing  the  collection  of  information. 

Send  comments  regarding  the  burden 
estmate  or  any  other  aspect  of  this 
collection  of  infbrmation,  including 
suggestions  for  redudng  this  burden,  to 
Chief.  Information  Policy  Branch.  PM- 
223Y,  U.S.  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  401  M  Street,  SW„  Washington, 
DC  20460;  and  to  the  Office  of 
Information  and  Regulatory  Affairs. 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget. 
Washington.  DC  20503,  meu-ked 
“Attention:  Jonathan  Gledhill." 

VII.  Interim  Final  Rule  Justification 

EPA  finds  that  there  is  good  cause  to 
issue  this  rule  as  an  interim  final  rule, 
without  having  first  proposed  it.  (The 


Agency  notes,  ho%vever  that  the  Notice 
of  Data  Availability  and  the 
accompanying  Supplemental 
Infbrmation  Report  did  (novide 
substantial  notice  to  affected  parties  of, 
and  an  opportunity  to  comment  on,  the 
types  of  action  the  Agency  is  taking 
here,  and  specifically  put  persons  on 
notice  that  there  mi^t  not  be  any 
further  opportunity  for  public  comment 
before  the  Agency  took  final  action. 
Thus,  it  is  not  clear  that  EPA  is  required 
to  invoke  the  good  cause  exception  to 
the  Administrative  Procedure  Act's 
notice  and  comment  requirements.  (5 
U.S.C  553  (b)(3)(B).)  B^use  the 
treatment  standards  for  certain  ignitable 
and  corrosive  wastes  were  vacated,  once 
the  courts  mandate  issues,  a  situation 
will  exist  whereby  those  wastes  cannot 
be  land  disposed  (except  in  no¬ 
migration  imits)  unless  EPA 
repromulgates  a  treatment  standard. 

This  creates  a  bona  fide  emergency, 
becau^  without  a  legal  means  to 
dispose  of  wastes,  production  would 
have  to  stop.  It  is  impractical  to  follow 
notice  and  comment  rulemaking 
procedures  in  time  to  avoid  this  result, 
and  thus  the  good  cause  exemption  is 
justified.  5  U.S.C.  553(b)(3KB). 

It  has  been  argued  that  EPA  could  stay 
the  prohibition  to  prevent  this  situation 
from  arising.  The  Agency  disagrees.  In 
the  first  place,  EPA  believes  that  the 
prohibition  that  is  operating  is  not 
merely  regulatory  but  statutory  as  well, 
since  it  involves  wastes  that  were 
covered  (for  this  purpmse)  by  RCRA 
section  3004(g)(5)  and  the  absolute 
prohibition  (generally  termed  the  hard 
hammer)  in  RQIA  3004(g)(6)(C).^  See 
976  F.  2d  at  18-19  (''(Qmgressl  has 
chosen  to  enforce  (the  statutory 
deadlines]  by  decreeing  that  any 
hazardous  waste  that  is  not  covered  by 
a  valid  regulation  within  the  date 
specified  will  be  denied  land  disposal" 
(emphasis  added).)  Second,  even 


*  For  reasons  discxissed  below  in  the  preamble 
text,  the  Agency  reads  the  hard  hammer  as  applying 
to  characteristic  as  «vetl  as  listed  «iraates.  This  hu 
been  the  Agency's  posiUon  on  the  issue,  see.  e.g., 

56  FR  at  41165  (Aug.  19, 1991).  and  reflects 
Congressional  intent.  R  Rep.  No.  1133. 96th  Cong. 
2d  Sess.  at  88  (Conference  Report).  The  Agency  is 
aware  of  arguments  that  the  hiwd  hammer  provision 
need  not  apply  hare,  either  because  the  Agency  has 
already  mat  its  obligations  by  issuing  rules  for 
characteristic  wastes,  or  becwse  the  hard  hammer 
can  be  read  as  not  applying  to  diaiacteristic  wastes. 
The  Agency  does  not  find  these  argiiments 
persuasive.  In  the  end,  there  is  no  reason  that 
prohibitions  should  operate  differently  for 
characteristic  and  list^  rvastes.  Furthermore,  the 
necessary  consequence  of  these  arguments  is  that 
characteristic  wastes  could  be  disposed  for  a 
relatively  indefinite  period  without  having  to  be 
treated  to  satisfy  the  RCRA  3004(m)  standard,  even 
though  the  section  3004(gK5)  pn^ibition  date  has 
passed.  The  Agency  does  not  believe  that  the  statute 
can  reasonably  be  interpreted  to  give  this  result. 


without  invoking  the  hard  hammer,  EPA 
does  not  believe  the  statute  allows  a 
situation  wherry  a  prohibition  date  has 
passed,  and  wastes  covered  by  that 
prohibition  can  be  land  disposed 
without  treatment  (unless,  of  course,  the 
wastes  are  subject  to  some  type  of 
capacity  variance  or  are  being  disposed 
in  a  no-migration  unit).  Yet  this  is  the 
necessary  consequence  of  arguing  that 
EPA  may  permissibly  stay  a  pix^bition 
once  the  prohibition  date  has  passed. 
Consequently,  it  is  the  Agency's  view 
that  unless  it  issues  treatment  standards 
to  replace  those  vacated  by  the  court, 
there  would  be  aii  absolute  prohibition 
of  land  disposal  of  the  affected  wastes, 
and  that  in  light  of  this,  there  is  good 
cause  to  issue  the  present  interim  final 
rule  restoring  treatment  standards  for 
those  wastes.* 

List  of  Subjects 

40  CFR  Part  264 

Hazardous  waste.  Packaging  and 
containers.  Reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements. 

40  CFR  Part  265 

Hazardous  waste.  Packaging  and 
containers. 

40  CFR  Part  268 

Hazardous  waste.  Reporting  and 
recordkeeping  requirements. 

40  CFR  Part  270 

Administrative  practice  and 
procedure.  Hazardous  materials 
transportation.  Hazardous  waste. 
Reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirenlents. 

40  CFR  Part  271 

Administrative  practice  and 
procedure.  Hazardous  materials 
transportation.  Hazardous  waste. 
Penalties,  Reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements. 

Dated;  May  10, 1993. 

Carol  M.  Brotvner, 

Administrator. 

For  the  reasons  set  out  in  the 
preamble,  title  40,  chapter  I,  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended  as 
follows: 


*  At  the  least,  this  is  a  permissible  interpretation 
of  the  land  disposal  statutory  proviskws,  which  in 
essence  command  that  prohibited  wastes  bo 
pretreated  before  land  disposal,  and  make  this  a 
paramotint  statutory  objective  (RTRA  sections 
1002(b)(7)  and  1003(aM6)). 
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PART  264— STANDARDS  FOR  OWNER 
AND  OPERATORS  OF  HAZARDOUS 
WASTE  TREATMENT.  STORAGE,  AND 
DISPOSAL  FACILITIES 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  264 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  42  U.S.C  6905, 6912(a),  6924, 
and  6925. 

2.  Section  264.1,  paragraph  (g)(6)  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  264.1  PuipoM,  scope  and  applicability. 
****** 

(g)  *  *  * 

(6)  The  owner  or  operator  of  an 
elementary  neutralization  unit  or  a 
wastewater  treatment  unit  as  defined  in 
§  260.10  of  this  chapter,  provided  that  if 
the  owner  or  operator  is  diluting 
hazardous  ignitable  (DOOl)  wastes  (other 
than  the  DOOl  High  TOC  Subcategory 
defined  in  §  268.42,  Table  2,  of  this 
chapter),  or  corrosive  (D002)  waste,  to 
remove  the  characteristic  before  land 
disposal,  the  owner/operator  must 
comply  with  the  requirements  set  out  in 
§  264.17(b)  of  this  part. 
***** 

PART  265-INTERIM  STATUS 
STANDARDS  FOR  OWNERS  AND 
OPERATORS  OF  HAZARDOUS  WASTE 
TREATMENT.  STORAGE.  AND 
DISPOSAL  FACILITIES 

3.  The  authority  citation  for  part  265 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  42  U.S.C  6905. 6912(a),  6924, 
and  6925. 

4.  Section  265.1,  paragraph  (c)(10)  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

i  265.1  Purpose,  scops  and  applicability. 

****** 

(c)  *  *  * 

(10)  The  owner  or  operator  of  an 
elementary  neutralization  unit  or  a 
wastewater  treatment  unit  as  defined  in 
§  260.10  of  this  chapter,  provided  that  if 
the  owner  or  operator  is  diluting 
hazardous  ignitable  (DOOl)  wastes  (other 
than  the  DOOl  High  TCXl  Subcategory 
defined  in  §  268.42,  Table  2.  of  this 
chapter),  or  corrosive  (D002)  waste,  in 
order  to  remove  the  characteristic  before 
land  disposal,  the  owner/operator  must 
comply  with  the  requirements  set  out  in 
§  265.17(b). 

***** 

PART  268— LAND  DISPOSAL 
RESTRICTIONS 

5.  The  authority  citation  for  part  268 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  42  U.S.C  6905, 6912(a).  6921, 
and  6924. 


6.  In  §  268.1,  paragraphs  (e)  (4)  and  (5) 
are  added  to  read  as  follows: 

f  268.1  PurpoM,  acope  /and  applicability. 
***** 

(e)  *  .  . 

(4)  De  minimis  losses  to  wastewater 
treatment  systems  of  commercial 
chemical  product  or  chemical 
intermediates  that  are  ignitable  (DOOl), 
or  corrosive  (D002).  and  that  contain 
underlying  hazardous  constituents  as 
defined  in  §  268.2  of  this  part,  are  not 
considered  to  be  prohibited  wastes.  De 
minimis  is  defined  as  losses  from 
normal  material  handling  operations 
(e.g.  spills  firom  the  unloading  or 
transfer  of  materials  from  bins  or  other 
containers,  leaks  fi'om  pipes,  valves  or 
other  devices  used  to  transfer  materials); 
minor  leaks  of  process  equipment, 
storage  tanks  or  containers;  leaks  from 
well-maintained  pump  packings  and 
seals;  sample  purgings;  and  relief  device 
discharges. 

(5)  Land  disposal  prohibitions  do  not 
apply  to  laboratory  wastes  displaying 
the  characteristic  of  ignitability  (DOOl) 
or  corrosivity  (D002),  that  are 
commingled  with  other  plant 
wastewaters  under  designated 
circumstances:  ignitable  and  corrosive 
laboratory  wastes  containing  underlying 
hazardous  constituents  from  laboratory 
operations,  that  are  mixed  with  other 
plant  wastewaters  at  facilities  whose 
ultimate  discharge  is  subject  to 
regulation  under  the  CWA  (including 
wastewaters  at  facilities  which  have 
eliminated  the  discharge  of  wastewater), 
provided  that  the  annualized  flow  of 
laboratory  wastewater  into  the  facility’s 
headworic  does  not  exceed  one  percent, 
or  provided  that  the  laboratory  wastes’ 
combined  annualized  average 
concentration  does  not  exceed  one  part 
per  million  in  the  facility’s  headwork. 

7.  In  §  268.2,  paragraph  (i)  is  added  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  268.2  Definitions  applicable  In  this  part 
***** 

(i)  Underlying  hazardous  constituent 
means  any  regulated  constituent  present 
at  levels  above  the  F039  constituent- 
specific  treatment  standard  at  the  point 
of  generation  of  the  hazardous  waste. 

8.  In  §  268.7,  the  introductory  text  of 
paragraph  (a),  and  paragraphs  (a)(l)(ii) 
and  (b)(4)(ii)  are  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  268.7  Waste  analysis  and  recordkeeping. 

(a)  Except  as  specified  in  §  268.32  if 
a  generator’s  waste  is  listed  in  40  CFR 
part  261,  subpart  D,  the  generator  must 
test  his  waste,  or  test  an  extract  using 
the  test  method  described  in  part  261, 
appendix  II  of  this  chapter,  or  use 


knowledge  of  the  waste,  to  determine  if 
the  waste  is  restricted  from  land 
disposal  under  this  part.  Except  as 
specified  in  §  268.32,  if  a  generator’s 
waste  exhibits  one  or  more  of  the 
characteristics  set  out  at  40  Ch’R  part 
261,  subpart  C  of  this  chapter,  the 
generator  must  test  an  extract  using  the 
test  method  described  in  appendix  IX  of 
this  part,  or  use  knowledge  of  the  waste, 
to  determine  if  the  waste  is  restricted 
firom  land  disposal  under  this  part.  If  the 
generator  determines  that  his  waste 
displays  the  characteristic  of  ignitability 
(DOOl)  (and  is  not  in  the  High  TCMD 
Ignitable  Liquids  Subcategory  or  is  not 
treated  by  INCIN,  FSUBS,  or  RORGS  of 
§  268.42,  Table  1),  or  the  characteristic 
of  corrosivity  (D002),  and  is  prohibited 
under  §  268.37,  the  generator  must 
determine  what  underlying  hazardous 
constituents  (as  defined  in  §  268.2  of 
this  part),  are  reasonably  expected  to  be 
present  in  the  DOOl  or  D002  waste. 

(1)  *  *  * 

(ii)  The  corresponding  treatment 
standards  for  wastes  F001-F005,  F039, 
wastes  prohibited  pursuant  to  §  268.32 
or  RCRA  section  3004(d).  and  for 
underlying  hazardous  constituents  (as 
defined  in  §  268.2  of  this  part),  in  DOOl 
and  D002  wastes  if  those  wastes  are 
prohibited  under  §  268.37  of  this  part. 
Treatment  standards  for  all  other 
restricted  wastes  must  either  be 
included,  or  be  referenced  by  including 
on  the  notification  the  applicable 
wastewater  (as  defined  in  §  268.2(f))  or 
nonwastewater  (as  defined  in  §  268.2(d)) 
category,  the  applicable  subdivisions 
made  within  a  waste  code  based  on 
waste-specific  criteria  (such  as  D003 
reactive  cyanides),  and  the  CFR 
section(s)  and  paragraph(s)  where  the 
applicable  treatment  standard  appears. 
Where  the  applicable  treatment 
standards  are  expressed  as  specified 
technologies  in  §  268.42,  the  applicable 
five-letter  treatment  code  found  in  Table 
1  of  §  268.42  (e.g.,  INCIN,  WETOX)  also 
must  be  listed  on  the  notification. 
***** 

(b)  *  *  * 

(4)  *  •  *  • 

(ii)  The  corresponding  treatment 
standards  for  wastes  F001-F005,  F039, 
wastes  prohibited  pursuant  to  §  268.32 
or  RLRA  section  3004(d),  and  for 
underlying  hazardous  constituents  (as 
defined  in  §  268.2  of  this  part),  in  DOOl 
and  D002  wastes  if  those  wastes  are 
prohibited  under  §  268.37  of  this  part. 
Treatment  standards  for  all  other 
restricted  wastes  must  either  be 
included,  or  be  referenced  by  including 
on  the  notification  the  applicable 
wastewater  (as  defined  in  §  268.2(f))  or 
nonwastewater  (as  defined  in  §  268.2(d)) 
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category,  the  applicable  sidxlivisions 
made  within  a  waste  coda  based  on 
waste-specific  criteria  (such  as  D003 
reactive  cyanides),  and  the  CFR 
section(s)  and  paragraph(s)  where  the 
applicable  treatment  standard  appears. 
Where  the  applicable  treatment 
standards  are  expressed  as  specified 
technologies  in  §268.42,  the  applicable 
five-letter  treatment  code  found  in  Table 
1  of  §  268.42  (e.g.,  INON.  WETOX)  also 
must  be  include  on  the  notification. 

•  *  *  «  * 

0.  In  §  268.0,  paragraph  (a)  is  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

§268.9  Special  ndaa  regarding  wastes  that 
exhibit  a  charadsriatlc. 

(a)  The  initial  generator  of  a  solid 
waste  must  determine  each  EPA 
Hazardous  Waste  Number  (waste  code) 
applicable  to  the  waste  in  order  to 
determine  the  applicable  treatment 
standards  under  subpart  D  of  this  part. 
For  purposes  of  part  268,  the  waste  will 
carry  the  waste  code  for  any  applicable 
listing  under  40  CFR  peurt  261,  subpart 
D.  In  addition,  the  waste  will  carry  one 
or  more  of  the  waste  codes  under  40 
CFR  part  261,  subpart  C,  where  the 
waste  exhibits  a  characteristic,  except  in 
the  case  when  the  treatment  standard 
for  the  waste  code  listed  in  40  CFR  part 
261,  subpart  D  operates  in  lieu  of  the 
standard  for  the  waste  code  under  40 
CFR  part  261,  subpart  C,  as  specified  in 
paragraph  (b)  of  this  section.  If  the 
generator  determines  that  his  waste 
displays  the  characteristic  of  ignitability 
(Dobl)  (and  is  not  in  the  High  TOC 
Ignitable  Liquids  Subcategory  or  is  not 


treated  by  INON.  FSUBS,  or  RORCS  of 
§  268.42,  Table  1),  or  the  characteristic 
of  ccHTosivity  (D002),  and  is  prohibited 
under  §  268.37  of  this  Part,  the  generator 
must  determine  what  underlying 
hazardous  constituents  (as  defined  in 
§  268.2  of  this  Part),  are  reasonably 
expected  to  be  present  in  the  HOOl  or 
DO02  waste. 

•  '  •  •  •  * 

10.  Section  268.37  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

1 268.37  Waste  specific  prohibitions— 
Ignitable  and  eorrostvs  characteristic 
wastes  whose  treatment  standards  were 
vacated. 

(a)  Effective  August  9. 1993,  the 
wastes  specified  in  40  CFR  261.21  as 
IX)01  (and  is  not  in  the  High  TOC 
Ignitable  Liquids  Subcategory),  and 
specified  in  §  261.22  as  D002,  that  are 
managed  in  systems  other  than  those 
whose  discharge  is  regulated  under  the 
Clean  Water  Act  (CWA),  or  that  inject  in 
Class  I  deep  wells  regulated  under  the 
Safe  Drinking  Water  Act  (SDWA),  or 
that  are  zero  dischargers  that  engage  in 
CWA-equivalent  treatment  before 
ultimate  land  disposal,  are  prohibited 
horn  land  disposal.  CWA-equivalent 
treatment  means  biological  treatment  for 
organics,  alkaline  chlorination  or 
ferrous  sulfate  precipitation  for  cyanide, 
precipitation/s^imentation  for  metals, 
reduction  of  hexavalent  chromium,  or 
other  treatment  technology  that  can  be 
demonstrated  to  perform  equally  or 
greater  than  these  technologies. 

(b)  Effective  February  10, 1994,  the 
wastes  specified  in  40  CFR  261.21  as 
DOOl  (and  is  not  in  the  High  TOC 


Ignitable  Liquids  Subcategory),  and 
specified  in  §  261.22  as  D002.  that  are 
managed  in  systems  defined  in  40  CFR 
144.6(e)  and  146.6(e)  as  Class  V 
injection  wells,  that  do  not  engage  in 
CWA-equivalent  treatment  before 
injection,  are  prohibited  from  land 
disposal. 

11.  In  §  268.40,  paragraph  (b)  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

1 268.40  Applicability  of  treatment 
standards. 

*  *  •  •  W 

(b)  A  restricted  waste  for  which  a 
treatment  technology  is  specified  under 
§  268.42(a),  or  hazardous  debris  for 
which  a  treatment  technology  is 
specified  under  §  268.45,  may  be  land 
disposed  after  it  is  treated  using  that 
specified  technology  or  an  equivalent 
treatment  method  approved  by  the 
Administrator  under  the  procedures  set 
forth  in  §  268.42(b).  For  waste 
displaying  the  characteristic  of 
ignitability  (DOOl)  and  reactivity  (D003), 
that  are  diluted  to  meet  the  deactivation 
treatment  standard  in  §  268.42(a)  Tables 
1  and  2  (DEACT),  the  treater  must 
comply  with  the  precautionary 
measures  specified  in  40  CFR  264.17(b} 
and  265.17(b)  of  this  chapter. 

*  •  •  •  • 

12.  In  §  268.41(a),  Table  CCWE,  the 
entry  for  F039  is  amended  by  revising 
the  “Waste  code"  and  the  "See  also” 
columns  to  read  as  follows: 

§  268.41  Treatment  etandarde  expreeeed 
ae  concentradona  in  waste  extract 

(a)  *  *  * 


268.41  Table  CCWE.— Constituent  Concentrations  in  Waste  Extract 


Commercial 

Waste  code  chemical  See  also 

rwne 


Regulated 

hazardous 

constituent 


CAS  No.  for  Wastewaters 

regulated  - 

hazardous  CorKentra- 
constituent  tion  (mg/I) 


Nonwastewaters 


Cofx»ntra- 
tion  (mg/I) 


Notes 


F039  (and  DOOl 
andD002 
wastes  prohib¬ 
ited  urtder 
§268.37). 


Table  2  in  268.42, 
and  Table  CCW 
in  268.43. 


1 3.  In  §  268.42(a)  the  entries  for  DOOl  f  268.42  Treatment  alanderda  expreeaed 
and  D002  in  Table  2  are  revised  to  read  ••  specified  technologies, 
as  follows;  (a)  *  *  * 
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Table  2.— Technology-Based  Standards  by  RCRA  Waste  Code 

CAS  No. 
for  regu- 
iated  haz¬ 
ardous 
constitu¬ 
ent 

Technology  code 

Waste 

code 

See  also 

Waste  descriptiorw  ar)d/or  treatment  subcategory 

Wastewaters 

Nortwastewaters 

D001  .. 

Table  CCWE  in  268.41 
and  Table  CCW  In 
268.43. 

All  descriptions  based  on  40  CFR  261.21,  except 
for  the  §261.21(a)(1)  High  TOC  subcategory, 
managed  In  rtorv<^A/nor>-CWA-equlvalent/ 
non-Class  1  SDWA  systems. 

NA  . . 

DEACT,  and 
meet  F039;  or 
FSUBS: 
RORGS;of 
INCIN. 

DEACT,  and  meet  F039; 
or  FSUBS;  RORGS; 
or  INCIN. 

D001  .. 

NA . 

An  descriptions  based  on  40  CFR  261.21,  except 
lor  the  §261 .21  (a)(1)  High  TOC  subcategory, 
managed  in  CWA,  CWA-equivaient  or  Class  1 
SDWA  systems. 

NA  _ 

DEACT  . 

DEACT. 

D001  .. 

NA . 

An  descriptions  based  on  40  CFR  261.21(a)(1) — 
High  TOC  ignitable  Liquids  Subcategory — 
Greater  than  or  equal  to  10%  total  organic  car¬ 
bon. 

NA  . 

NA  . 

FSUBS:  RORGS:  or 
INCIN. 

D002  .. 

Table  CCWE 
arxi  Table 
268.43. 

In  268.41 
CCW  In 

/V:id,  aHtaline,  and  other  subcategory  based  on 
261.22  managed  In  norvCWA/non-CWA-equiv- 
alent/norvCIass  1  SDWA  systems. 

NA  . 

DEACT  and 
meet  F039. 

DEACT  and  meet  F039. 

D002  .. 

NA . 

Add,  alkaline,  artd  other  subcategory  based  on 
261.22  managed  In  CWA,  CWA-equh/alent.  or 
Class  1  SDWA  systems. 

NA  . 

DEACT  . . 

DEACT. 

• 

« 

«  • 

• 

• 

• 

Note;  NA  means  Not  Appticabte. 


•  •  •  *  • 

14.  In  §  268.43(a),  Table  CCW,  the  entry  for  F039  is  amended  by  revising  the  "Waste  code”  and  the  "See  also” 
columns  to  read  as  follows: 


S  268.43  Treatment  standards  expressed  as  waste  concentratione. 
(a)  *  *  • 


268.43  Table  CCW.— Constituent  Concentrations  in  Wastes 


Commercial 

Waste  code  chemical  See  also 
name 


Regulated 

hazardous 

constituent 


CAS  No.  for 
regulated 
hazardous 
constituent 


Wastewaters 


Cortcentra- 
tion  (mg/1) 


Notes 


Nonwastewaters 


Concentra¬ 
tion  (mg/I) 


Notes 


F039(and 
D001  and 
D002  wastes 
prohibited 
under 
§268.37). 


Table  2  in 
268.42,  and 
Table 
CCWE  In 
268.41. 


PART  270— EPA  ADMINISTERED  PERMIT  PROGRAMS:  THE  HAZARDOUS  WASTE  PERMIT  PROGRAM 

15.  The  authority  citation  for  part  270  continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  42  U.S.C.  6905,  6912,  6924,  6925,  6927,  6939,  and  6974. 

16.  In  §270.42,  Appendix  I  is  amended  by  redesignating  item  B(l)(c)  as  B(l)(d),  removing  the  second  item  B(l)(h), 
and  adding  item  B(l)(c)  to  read  as  follows: 
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Appendix  I  to  Section  270.42 — 
Classification  of  Permit  Modifications 

Modifications  Ciaa 


B.  General  Facility  Starxlards: 

1.  *  *  • 

c.  To  incorporate  changes  associ¬ 
ated  with  urrdeilying  hazardous 
oorwtituents  in  ignitable  or  corro¬ 
sive  wastes . 


Modifications 

Class 

• 

•  • 

* 

e 

-  Subpart  A — Requirementa  for  Final 

‘  Class  1  Modifications  requiring  prior  Authorization 
Ager>cy  approval. 

18.  Section  271. l(j)  is  amended  by 

PART  271— REQUIREMEtfTS  FOR  adding  the  following  entries  in 

A I  iTunpiyAjinM  qf  STATE  chronological  order  to  Table  1  and  Table 

HAZARDOUS  WASTE  PROGRAMS 


^  m  ignitable  or  corro-  17.  The  authority  citation  for  part  271  ^ 

.  continues  to  read  as  follows:  , 

Table  1.— Regulations  Implementing  the  Hazardous  and  Solid  Waste  Amendments  of  1984 


[FR  Doc  93-11877  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am] 
BIUJNO  COOC  SBSO-SO-F 


Monday 
May  24,  1993 


Part  III 

Department  of 
Transportation 

Coast  Guard 


46  CFR  Part  30  et  al. 

Bulk  Hazardous  Materials;  Proposed  Rule 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Coast  Guard 

46  CFR  Parts  30, 40,  98, 147, 150, 151, 
and  153 

[CGO  92-100] 

RIN  2115-AC35 

Bulk  Hazardous  Materials  . 

AGENCY:  Coast  Guard,  EKDT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  The  Coast  Guard  proposes  to 
amend  its  regulations  on  ceirriage  of 
bulk  hazardous  materials  by  adding 
cargoes  recently  authorized  for  carriage 
by  the  Coast  Guard  or  added  to  the 
International  Maritime  Organization’s 
(IMO)  Chemical  Codes  and  by  making 
minor  technical  and  editorial  changes 
and  corrections.  This  action  would 
update  the  bulk  hazardous  materials 
tables  and  better  inform  persons 
shipping  a  bulk  hazardous  material  of 
that  material’s  compatibility  and  special 
handling  requirements.  „ 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  July  8, 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  may  be  mailed  to 
Executive  Secretary,  Marine  Safety 
Council  {G-LRA/3406)  (CGD  92-100), 
U.S.  Coast  Guard  Headquarters,  2100 
Second  Street  SW.,  Washington,  DC 
20593-0001,  or  may  be  delivered  to 
room  3406  at  the  above  address  between 
8  a.m.  and  3  p.m.,  Monday  through 
Friday,  except  Federal  holidays.  The 
telephone  number  is  (202)  267-1477. 
The  Executive  Secretary  maintains  the 
public  docket  for  this  rulemaking. 
Comments  will  become  part  of  this 
docket  and  will  be  available  for 
in.spection  or  copying  at  room  3406, 

U.S.  Coast  Guard  Headquarters. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  Mr. 
Curtis  G.  Payne,  Hazardous  Materials 
Branch,  (202)  267-1577. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Request  for  Comments 

The  Coast  Guard  encourages 
interested  persons  to  participate  in  this 
proposed  rulemaking  by  submitting 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments. 
Persons  submitting  comments,  should 
include  their  names  and  addresses, 
identify  this  rulemaking  (CGD  92-100) 
and  the  speciHc  section  of  the  proposal 
to  which  each  comment  applies,  and 
give  the  reasons  for  each  comment.  The 
Coast  Guard  requests  that  all  comments 
and  attachments  be  submitted  in  an 
unbound  format  suitable  for  copying 
and  electronic  Rling.  If  not  practical,  a 
second  copy  of  any  bound  material  is 
requested.  Persons  wanting 


acknowledgment  of  receipt  of  comments 
should  enclose  a  stamped,  self- 
addressed  postcard  or  envelope. 

The  Coast  Guard  will  consider  all 
comments  received  during  the  comment 
period.  It  may  change  this  propmsal  in 
view  of  the  comments. 

The  Coast  Guard  plans  no  public 
hearing.  Persons  may  request  a  public 
hearing  by  writing  to  the  Marine  Safety 
Council  at  the  address  under 
"ADDRESSES."  If  it  determines  that  the 
opportunity  for  oral  presentations  will 
aid  this  rulemaking,  the  Coast  Guard 
will  hold  a  public  hearing  at  a  time  and 
place  announced  by  a  later  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  persons  involved  in 
drafting  this  document  are  Mr.  Curtis  G. 
Payne,  Project  Manager,  and  Ms.  Helen 
G.  Boutrous,  Project  Counsel,  Office  of 
Chief  Counsel. 

Related  Rulemaking 

Elsewhere  in  this  edition  of  the 
Federal  Register,  the  Coast  Guard  is 
publishing  proposed  amendments  to  its 
noxious  liquid  substances  lists  in  33 
CFR  151.47  and  151.49  (Coast  Guard 
docket  CGD  92-lOOa).  When 
appropriate,  changes  proposed  in  the 
present  rulemaking  are  also  proposed 
for  33  CFR  151.47  and  151.49. 

Background  and  Purpose 

This  rulemaking  is  administrative  in 
nature  and  is  proposing  to  update 
various  Coast  Guard  hazardous 
materials  tables  in  46  CFR  parts  30, 150, 
151,  and  153  to  include  new  chemicals 
and  requirements  authorized  or  soon  to 
be  authorized  by  Coast  Guard 
regulations  or  international  law.  This 
rulemaking  would  also  make  other  non¬ 
substantive  editorial  changes  and 
corrections. 

Discussion  of  Proposed  Amendments 

A  number  of  new  cargo  entries  would 
be  added  to  table  30.25-1,  table  151.05, 
tables  I  and  II  and  appendix  I  of  part 
150,  and  tables  1  and  2  of  part  153,  as 
appropriate.  These  include  cargoes 
recently  authorized  by  the  Coast  Guard 
and  cargoes  to  be'included  in  the  IMO 
Chemical  Codes.  Also,  the  name  of 
several  existing  entries  in  the  various 
tables  would  be  modified,  or  their 
Pollution  Category  (Pol.  Cat.)  would  be 
modified  or  corrected. 

In  general,  the  objectives  of  this  ‘ 
rulemaking  are  as  follows: 

(a)  Table  30.25-1  in  part  30,  table 
151.05  in  part  151,  and  tables  1  and  2 
in  part  153  would  be  amended,  where 
applicable  by  adding — 


(1)  Cargoes  recently  authorized  for 
carriage  by  Coast  Guard  rejmlations; 

(2)  &rgoes  included  in  tne  IMO 
Chemical  Codes  ("International  Code  for 
the  Construction  and  Equipment  of 
Ships  Carrying  Dangerous  Chemicals  in 
Bulk’’  (IBC  Code),  and  “Code  for  the 
Construction  and  Equipment  of  Ships 
Carrying  Dangerous  Chemicals  in  Bulk" 
(BCH  Code)),  but  not  yet  included  in 
Coast  Guard  regulations.  These  include 
new  entries  approved  at  BCH  19 
(September  11-15, 1989),  BCH  20 
(October  1-5, 1990),  BCH  21  (September 
9-13, 1991)  and  BCH  22  (September  7- 
11,  1992): 

(3)  Lube  Oil  Additives  (LOAs);  and 

(4)  Noxious  liquid  substances  (NLSs). 

(b)  Revise  the  various  tables  to  reflect 

the  revisions  that  IMO  has  made  to  a 
number  of  Pol.  Cat.  entries. 

As  a  result  of  the  changes  to  the  Pol. 
Cat.  for  a  number  of  entries,  changes  to 
their  carriage  requirements  would  also 
be  made  where  applicable.  Also, 
changes  of  the  Pol.  Cat.  of  several 
entries  from  a  higher  to  a  lower  Pol.  Cat. 
or  from  a  lower  to  a  higher  Pol.  Cat. 
would  result  in  their  being  deleted  from 
one  table  and  added  to  another  table  in 
the  regulations. 

Changes  of  the  Pol.  Cat.  of  an  entry 
from  a  lower  to  higher  Pol.  Cat.,  and  any 
resulting  changes  to  their  carriage 
requirements  are  considered  an 
“upgrade.”  These  are  not  addressed  in 
this  rulemaking.  However,  for 
informational  purposes,  such 
"upgrades”  as  are  currently  known  are 
listed  in  appendix  I  to  this  NPRM. 

These,  and  any  future  “upgrades”,  will 
be  proposed  in  a  future  rulemaking  for 
inclusion  in  the  various  Coast  Guard 
tables  and  lists  to  coincide  with  IMO’s 
publication  of  the  amendments  to  its 
Codes. 

"Upgrades”  to  current  entries  in  the 
various  tables,  that  is,  increased  carriage 
requirements  or  revised,  higher  Pol. 
Cat.’s,  or  both  will  be  incorporated  into 
the  Coast  Guard’s  regulations  by  future 
rulemaking  projects.  The  effective  dates 
for  these  rulemakings  will  correspond  to 
those  dates  set  by  the  IMO  for  their 
amendment  process.  Provisional  Pol. 
Cat.’s  are  indicated  in  the  various  tables 
by  brackets  "(  ]”.  These  provisional 
categories  are  assigned  by  IMO  when 
further  data  are  necessary  to  complete 
the  evaluation  of  pollution  hazards. 

Until  the  hazard  evaluation  is 
completed,  the  pollution  category 
assigned  is  used.  Thus,  the  Coast  Guard 
does  not  consider  a  change  in  Pol.  Cat. 
from  a  provisional,  i.e.,  one  having 
square  brackets  “( )”  around  it,  to  a  final 
Pol.  Cat.  as  an  “upgrade”  or 
"downgrade”.  It  is  considered  a  final 
assignment  and  takes  effect  immediately 


FedwaS  Register  /  Vol.  58,  No.  96  /  Monday,  May  24,  1993  /  Proposed  Rules 


upou  IMO’s  removal  of  the  provisional 
status. 

(c)  Names  for  certain  current  entries 
would  l>e  modified  as  part  of  the  Coast 
Guard’s  continuing  program  of  adopting 
IMO  terminology  where  applicable,  and 
aligning  usage  throughout  Coast  Guard 
regulations,  and  cross  references  would 
be  added  to  some  existing  names. 

The  IMO  has  adopted  tne  symbol  ‘‘+” 
to  stand  for  “and  abave”;  for  example, 
the  old  entry  name  “alcohols  (Cl3  and 
above)”  would  be  renamed  “alcohols 
{C13+)”;  another  example  is  “fatty  acids 
(saturated,  Cl3  and  above)’’  which 
would  be  renamed  “fatty  acids 
(saturated.  Cl  3+.)’’. 

(d)  Four  entries  would  be  renamed  in 
tlie  tables.  They  are: 

Current  Proposed ' 

Hydrofliiorosilicic  acid  FluorosHicic  acid 
(25%  or  less).  (30%  or  less). 

o-Nitrochlorobenzene  o-Chioronitrobenzene. 
Sodium  acetate,  Gly-  Sodium  acetate,  Gly¬ 
col,  Water  solutior^.  col.  Water  mixture 
(1%  or  less  sodium 
hydroxide). 

2,2,4-Trimethyl-3-  2,2,4-Trimethyl-1 ,3- 
pentanol-1-  pentanediol-1- 

isobutyrate.  isobutyrate. 

When  the  Coast  Guard  originally 
evaluated  and  classified 
hydrofluorosilicic  acid  (25%  or  less)  for 
bulk  carriage  by  tankbarge,  the  name 
used  was  similar  to  that  found  in 
Hazardous  Materials  Table  171.101  (49 
CFR  171.101).  The  intent  was  to  use  an 
existing  regulatory  name  known  and 
used  by  the  U.S.  chemical  and 
transportation  industries.  The  Research 
and  Special  Programs  Administration 
(RSPA),  EKDT,  published  a  final  rule  in 
the  Federal  Register  at  55  FR  52402 
(December  21, 1990)  that  changed  the 
name  of  the  entry  hydrofluorosilicic 
acid  in  table  172.101  (49  CFR  172.101), 
to  read  fluorosilicic  acid.  Subsequently, 
this  commodity  was  also  submitted  to 
the  IMO  for  carriage  by  tank  vessels  and 
added  to  the  IMO  Chemical  Codes  as 
fluorosilicic  acid  (30%  or  less).  This 
NPRM  proposes  to  make  this  same  name 
change  in  the  Coast  Guard  regulations 
and  to  increase  the  concentration 
permitted  to  be  carried  from  25%  to 
30%  (by  weight). 

When  the  Coast  Guard  origi.nally 
evaluated  and  classified  o- 
nitrochlorobenzene  for  bulk  carriage, 
the  name  used  was  that  found  in 
Hazardous  Materials  Table  172.101  (49 
CFR  172.101).  The  intent  was  to  use  an 
existing  regulatory  name  known  and 
used  by  the  U.S.  chemical  and 
transportation  industries.  Subsequently, 
this  commodity  was  submitted  to  the 
IMO  by  the  Coast  Guard  and  added  to 


the  IMO  Chemical -Codes  as  o- 
dbloronitrobenzene,  the  more 
chemically  correct  name.  R^A 
published  a  final  rule  in  the  Federal 
Register  at  55  FR  52402  (E)ecember  21, 
1990)  that  corrected  the  entry  o- 
nitrochlorobenzene  in  table  172.101  (49 
CFR  172.101),  to  read  o- 
chloronitrobenzene.  This  NPRM 
proposes  to  make  this  same  correction 
in  the  Coast  Guard  regulations. 

The  name  sodium  acetate,  glycol, 
water  mixture  (1%  or  less  sodium 
hydroxide)  more  accurately  reflects  the 
composition  of  this  mixture  than  die 
name  sodium  acetate,  glycol,  water 
solutions  currently  in  the  regulations. 
This  change  is  proposed  for  Coast-Guard 
regulations. 

The  entry  2.2,4-trimethyi-3-pentanol- 
1-isobutyrate  was  originally  entered  in 
Coast  Guard  tables  using  the  name  as 
given  in  the  request  for  its  evaluation 
and  classification.  Some  time  later  it 
was  determined  that  2,2,4-trimethyl-3- 
pentanol-l-isobutyrate  was  a 
typographical  error  and  that  the  entry 
should  read  2,2,4-trimethyl-1.3- 
pentanediol-l-isohutyrate.  This  would 
he  corrected  in  Coast  Guard  regulations. 

(e)  The  IMO  has  deleted  the  entry 
calcium  naphthenate  in  mineral  oil,  as 
production  of  this  product  has  been 
discontinued.  This  entry  would  be 
deleted  from  Coast  Guard  tables  as  well. 

(0  The  has  identified  two  entries 
proposed  for  inclusion  in  the  Codes, 
“alkylbenzene/indane/indene  (Cl2- 
C15)  mixture”  and  “alkylhenzene/ 
indane/indene  (C15-C17),  olefin  (Cl2- 
C20)  mixture”,  as  being  the  same 
product;  their  compositions  had  been 
analyzed  by  different  laboratory 
methods.  The  revised  entry  has  been 
named  “alkylbenzene/-indane/-indene 
(C12-C17  total  carbon)”  and  would 
appear  in  Coast  Guard  regulations  as 
such. 

(g)  The  Coast  Guard  has  been 
informed  that  two  entries  in  its  various 
tables,  ethyl  hexyl  tallate,  and  naphtha, 
cracking  fiaction,  are  no  longer,  or  never 
became  bulk  cargoes.  These  would  he 
deleted  itom  the  tables.  In  addition,  two 
other  entries  in  Coast  Guard  tables, 
epoxylated  linear  alcohols,  C11-C15. 
and  grease  would  be  deleted.  The  entry 
epoxylated  linear  alcohols,  C11-C15  is 
covered  by  the  various  alcohol 
polyethoxy  late  entries  in  the  tables.  The 
entry  grease  is  undefined  as  to 
petroleum  or  animal  origin,  thus 
causing  confusion.  However,  it  is 
covered  under  other  entries  in  the  tables 
regardless  of  origin. 

fh)  The  Compatibility  of  Cargoes 
tables  in  part  150  would  be  amended  to 
include  chemicals  added  under  this 
rulemaking  to  the  hazardous  materials 


tables  in  parts  30, 151,  . and  153.  The 
Chemical  Hazard  Response  Information 
System  (CHRIS)  Code  of  several  entries 
would  he  adjusted  to  reflect  a  new  or 
changed  CHRIS  Code,  several  current 
cargo  names  modified  or  corrected,  a 
number  of  entries  cross-referenced  to 
other  entries,  and  obsolete  entries 
deleted. 

In  addition  to  -the  above — 

(1)  The  Coast  Guard  would  prohibit 
the  stowage  of  acrylonitrile,  as  well  as 
other  similar  commodities,  adjacent  to 
caustic  commodities  in  appendix  1  (b)  of 
46  CFR  part  150,  the  list  of  binary 
combinations  that  have  been 
determined  to  be  dangerously  reactive. 
This  action  is  the  result  of  a  laboratory 
report  indicating  that  a  potentially 
hazardous,  delayed  reaction  between 
these  two  commodities  may  occur 
which  generates  large  amounts  of  heat  if 
the  mixtiue  is  vigorously  stirred.  This 
potential  hazard  had  not  previously 
been  identified. 

(2)  The  entry  hexaethylene  glycol, 
originally  assigned  to  Group  20 
(Alcohols,  Glyrols)  would  be  reassigned 
to  Group  40  (Glycol  Ethers).  This  would 
correct  an  error  in  the  compatibility 
assignment  of  this  commodity. 

(ijln  table  151.05  the  two  entries  “iso- 
Butyraldehyde”  and  “n-Butyraldehyde” 
would  be  combined  into  a  single  new 
entry  “Butyraldehyde  (all  isomers)”;  the 
entry  “Carbon  dioxide,  liquid”  would 
have  its  name  revised  to  read  “Carbon 
dioxide,  liquefied"  to  correspond  with 
other  similarly  named  entries;  the  entry 
’Thosphorous,  elemental”  would  have 
its  name  revised  to  read  “Phosphorous, 
white  (elemental)"  a  more  correctly 
identified  entry  name;  the  entry  sodium 
aluminate  solution  would  be  modified 
by  adding  “(45%  or  less)”  as  originally 
classified  thus  correcting  an  oversight; 
and  the  entry  sodium  hypochlorite 
solution  (15%  or  less)  would  have  the 
concentration  permitted  to  be  carried 
increased  to  20%  as  a  result  of  its 
having  been  reclassified  for  carriage  by 
barge.  (However,  this  has  no  bearing 
upon  the  tank  ship  entry  in  table  1  of 
46  CFR  part  153  ) 

(j)  The  protective  clothing  special 
requirement  would  be  add^  to  two 
entries  in  table  151.05  (motor  fuel 
antiknock  compounds  (containing  lead 
alkyls)  and  sodium  chlorate  solution 
(50%  or  less)),  and  six  entries  in  table 
1  of  part  153  (acrylic  acid,  o- 
chloronitrobenzene,  2,2- 
dichloropropionic  acid,  sodium 
hypochlorite  solution  (15%  or  less), 
1,1,2-trichloroethane,  and  1,2,3- 
trichloropropane).  These  cargoes 
present  serious  corrosive  or  skin 
absorption  hazards  for  which  protective 
clothing  is  needed  to  prevent  skin 
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contact  during  work  activities.  These 
changes  would  be  consistent  with  the 
requirements  for  protective  clothing  in 
parts  151  and  153. 

(k)  A  modified  header  for  table  1,  part 
153  is  propos^.  Corresponding 
modifications  within  the  table 
(renumbering  of  the  references  to 
individual  footnotes),  as  well  as  a 
realignment  of  the  footnotes  at  the  end 
of  the  table  are  also  proposed. 

Generally,  the  modifications  consist  of 
consolidating  related  footnotes  into  a 
single  footnote  while  retaining  the 
intent  of  the  original  footnotes.  This 
would  result  in  fewer  footnotes. 

(l)  In  table  1,  part  153  the  entry 
ammonium  sulfide  solution  (45%  or 
less)  would  have  special  requirement 
§  153.372  removed. 

After  consultation  with  the 
manufacturer  and  submission  of  new 
vapor  pressure  data  showing  values 
below  that  specified  in  §  153.372,  that  is 


100  kPa,  or  approximately  14.7  psia,  it 
was  determined  that  this  requirement  is 
not  needed  for  this  commodity.  The 
Coast  Guard  submitted  this  new  data  to 
the  IMO  which  has  removed  its  high 
vapor  pressure  requirement  from  its 
special  requirements  for  this 
commodity.  This  rulemaking  would 
remove  it  fiom  Coast  Guard  tables. 

(m)  The  regulations  in  46  CFR 
153.9(a)  contain  the  basic  requirements 
for  a  foreign  vessel  with  an  IMO 
Certificate  of  Fitness  (COF)  to  obtain  a 
Certificate  of  Compliance.  Footnote  2  to 
part  153.9(a)  indicates  that  a  foreign 
vessel  must  comply  with  46  CFR  part 
153  if  its  requirements  exceed  those  of 
the  Code  for  the  Construction  and 
Equipment  of  Ships  Carrying  Dangerous 
Chemicals  in  Bulk  (BCH  Code)  or  the 
International  Code  for  the  Construction 
and  Equipment  of  Ships  Carrying 
Dangerous  Chemicals  in  Bulk  (IBC 
Code).  However,  for  a  vessel  with  a 


COF,  compliance  with  either  the  BCH 
Code  or  the  IBC  Code  will  satisfy  the 
requirements  of  46  CFR  part  153  with 
the  exception  of  the  requirements  of 
part  153  subpart  C  (Operations)  and  as 
provided  in  §  153.9(a).  Therefore, 
because  footnote  2  is  misleading  and 
contains  unnecessary  information,  the 
Coast  Guard  proposes  to  delete  footnote 
2  of  §153.9. 

(n)  Corrections  of  numerous 
references  in  part  40. 

(o)  Other  minor  corrections  or 
modifications  as  required. 

New  entries  to  the  various  tables  are 
indicated  by  a  plus  sign,  “+”,  preceding 
the  name;  changes  to  existing  entries  are 
indicated  by  a  bullet,  preceding  the 
name  and  in  boldface  type  within  the 
table  where  possible. 

The  table  below  lists  all  changes  to 
existing  entries  with  a  brief  explanation 
where  helpful. 


Cargo  Name 

Pollution  Category 

Comments 

Current 

Proposed 

Current 

Proposed 

Acrylic  acid . 

No  change . 

No  change 

No  change 

46  CFR  153,  Table  1:  Protective 

Acrytonitrile-Styrene  copolymer  dis- 

No  change . 

ID) 

D 

clothing  requirement  added. 

persion  in  Polyether  polyol. 

Alcohol(C12-Cl5)  poly(1- 

Alcohol(C12-C15)  poly(1- 

No  change 

No  change 

3)ethoxylates. 

Alcohol(C12-C15)  poly(3- 

6)ethoxytates. 

Alcohol(C12-C15)  poly(7- 

A 

B 

46  CFR  153,  Table  1:  Type  II  to  III 

11)ethoxylates. 

Alcohols  (Cl 3  and  above)  . 

19)ethoxytates. 

Alcohols  (C13+)  . 

D 

III 

Cargo  containment  system;  addi¬ 
tional  requirements. ' 

Alkyl(C9-C17)  benzenes  . 

Alkyl(C9-»')benzenes . 

D 

III 

Anfwnonium  hydrogen  phosphate  so- 

No  change . 

[III] 

D 

hjtion. 

Ammonium  polyphosphate  solution  . 

No  change . 

@D 

D 

Amnoonium  sulfide  solution(45  %  or 

No  change . 

No  change 

No  change 

46  CFR  153,  Table  1:  Delete  Spe- 

less). 

Amyl  acetate  (Iso-,  tv) . 

Amyl  acetate  (ail  isomers)  . 

No  change 

No  change 

dal  requirement  .372. 

46  CFR  30,  Table  30.25-1. 

(commercial,  iso-,  n-,  sec-)  Amyl  ac- 

Amyl  acetate  (aH  isomers)  . 

No  change 

No  change 

46  CFR  153,  Table  1.  ' 

elate. 

Benzene  hydrocarbon  mixtures 

No  change . 

No  change 

No  change 

46  CFR  153,  Table  1;  Footrwte. 

(having  10%  Beruene  or  more). 

Beruerre,  Toluet^e,  Xyler>e  mixtures 

No  change  . 

No  change 

No  change 

46  CFR  153,  Table  1:  Footnote. 

(having  10%  Beruene  or  tTxxe). 

Butyl  acetate  (iso-,  n-) . 

(iso-,  n-)  Butyl  acetate  . 

No  change 

No  change 

46  CFR  30,  Table  30.25-1. 

Butyl  acetate  (sec-) . . . 

sec-Butyl  acetate  . 

No  change 

No  change 

46  CFR  30,  Table  30.25-1. 

(fv,  crude)  Butyraldehyde  . 

1.  (crude)  Butyraldehyde  . 

B 

f 

46  CFR  153,  Table  1. 

iso-Butyraldehyde . 

2.  Butyraldeh^e  (all  isomers) . 

Butyraldehyde  (alt  isomers)  . . 

B 

No  change 

C 

No  change 

rvButyi^Jdehyde  . 

Butyraldehyde  (alt  isomers)  . 

Not 

Not 

46  CFR  151,  Table  151.05. 

Butyrolactone  (gamma) . 

gamma-Butyrolactone . 

applicable 
No  change 

applicable 
No  change 

46  CFR  30,  Table  30.25-1. 

Caidum  alkyl  salicylate . 

C«ddum  tong  chain  alkyl  salicylate 

No  change 

No  change 

Calcium  naphthenate  in  Mineral  oil  . 

(C13+). 

46  CFR  153,  Table  1;  To  be  de- 

Carbon  dioxide,  liquid  . 

Carbon  dioxide,  liquefied . 

Not 

Not 

teted,  product  no  longer  pro¬ 
duced.  ; 

46  CFR  151,  Table  151.05.  1 

Chlorobenzene  . . 

No  char>ge . . . . . 

applicable 
No  change 

applicable 
No  change 

46  CFR  153,  Table  1:  Type  II  to  III 

4-Chloro-2-methylpherx)xyacetic 

No  change  . . 

[Cl 

C 

Cargo  containment  system.  1 

add,  dimethylamine  salt  solution. 
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Cargo  Mama  , 

Current  Proposed 

1.5,9-Cyclododecatriene  . .  No  change . 


Cyctohexanol . . . . 

Cyclohexanone,  Cyclohexanol  mix¬ 
ture. 

Cymene  (para-)  . 

Decaldehyde  (iso-)  . 

Decaldehyde  (n-) . 

Dialkyl(C10-C14)  benzenes  . 

Dibu^  phthaiate  (ortio-)  . — . 

Oichlor(k)enzenafi  (all  isomers) . 

1.1- Dichloroethane  . 

1.1- .  1.2-,  1 ,3-Dichloropropane  . 


2.2-Dichloropropionic  acid . 

2,6-Diethylaniline . . 

Diethylene  glycol  butyl  ether  acetate 

Diethylene  glycol  ethyl  ether  acetate 

Diethylene  glycol  methyl  ether . 

Diethyler>e  glycol  methyl  ether  ace¬ 
tate. 

Diethylene  glycol  phthaiate  . . . 

Dimethyl  hydrogen  phosphite  . 

Dimeth^  polysiloxane  . . 

Dipropylene  glycol  tnethyl  ether . 

Dodecylamine,  Tetradecytamirw 
mixture. 

Drilling  brine  (containing  Zinc  salts)  . 

Epoxylated  linear  alcohols,  C11-C15 

Ethyl-3-ethoxypropionate  . 

Ethyl  he>^^  tallate . . . 

Fatfy  add  (saturated.  C13  and 
above). 

Fish  solubles  (water  based  fishmeal 
extracts). 

Grease . . 

HydroAuoroetKcic  add  (25%  or  less) 


2-Hydroxy -4-(methytthio)butanoic 
add. 

Magnesium  nonyl  phenol  sulfide  . 

Magnesium  sulfonate  . 

Methacrylonitrile  . . . 

Methyl  amyl  ketone  . 

Methyl  dietharH)lamine  . 

2-Methyt-l-pentene  . - . 

4-Methyi-1-pentene  . 

Methyl  pentene . 

2- Meth^pyridine . 

3- Methylpyrjdine  . 

4- Methylpyridine  . 

N-Methyt-2-<pyrrolidone . 

Motor  fuel  anit-knock  compounds 
(containing  lead  alkyls). 


No  change . . . 

f»to  change . . . 

p-Cymene . 

iso-Decaldehyde  . . . 

n-Decaldehyde  . . . 

No  change . . . . 

orfho-Dibutyl  phthaiate . . 

Dichlorobenzene  (all  isomers)  . 

No  change . 

1.  1,1-Dichioropropane  . 

2.  1 ,2-Dichloroproparte  . 

3. 1 ,3-Dtchloropropcme  . 

Nophange . 

No  change . 

Poly(2*8)alkylene  glycol 

monoalkyl(C1-C6)  ether  acetate. 
Poly(2-e)alk^ene  glycol 

monoalkyl(C1-C6)  ether  acetate. 
Poly(2-8)alkylene  glycol 

monoalkyl(C1-C6)  ether. 
Poly(2-8)alkylene  glycol 

nfK>noalkyi(C1  -C6)  ether  acetate. 

No  change . . . 

No  change . . . 

No  change . . . 

Poly(2-6)alkylene  glycol 

monoalkyl(C1  -06)  -ether. 

No  change . . . 


No  change 


No  change . . . 


Fatty  add  (saturated, -CtS^-) . 

No  change  . 

Fluorosilicic  acid  (30%  or  less) . 


No  change . . . 

Magnesium  lor^  chain  alkyl 
phenate  sulfide  (C8iC20). 
Magnesium  long  ichain  alkaryl 
sulforuite  (C11-CSQ). 

No  change . 

No  change . . . 

No  change . 

Hexene  (all  isomers) . 

HeMoe  (aH  isomers) . . 

Hexene  (all  isomers) . 

Nochar>^ . . . — 

No  change . 

No  change . . . 

No  change . . . 

No  change . . . . . 


Pollution  Category 

-  Conwnents 

Current  Proposed 


[B] 

A 

46  CFR  153,  Table  1:  Type  Jll  to  1 
Cargo  containment  system;  addi- 
tioruil  requireroent. 

C 

0 

46  CFR  153,  Table  1:  Delete  from 
table. 

IC) 

D 

No  dmnge 

No  change 

46  CFR  30.  Table  30.25-1. 

No  Change 

No  change 

46  CFR  30,  Table  30.25-1. 

No  change 

No  change 

46  CFR  30,  Table  30.25-1. 

ID) 

0 

No  change 

No  change 

46  CFR  30.  Table  30.25-1. 

No  change 

No  change 

46  CFR  153,  Table  1. 

B 

0 

B 

C 

B 

C 

B 

D 

No  change 

No  change 

46  CFR  153,  Table  1:  Protective 

dothing  requirement  added. 

(C) 

C 

- 

No  change 

No  change 

' 

No  change 

No  change 

C 

D 

46  CFR  153,  Table  1:  Delete  from 
table. 

No  change 

No  change 

[01 

0 

1 

(B) 

[III] 

III 

No  change 

No  change 

(C) 

A 

46  CFR  153,  Table  1:  Type  HI  to  II 
Cargo  containment  sy^m  arvf 
reduced  requirements. 

A 

B 

46  CFR  153,  Table  1:  Type  11  to  III 
Cargo  containment  system. 

. 

To  be  deleted  from  all  tables. 

[Cl 

C 

To  be  deleted  from  aU  tables. 

No  change 

No  change 

[0] 

III 

To  be  deleted  from  all  tables. 

Not 

Not 

46  CFR  151,  Table  151i)5:  In- 

applicable 

applicable 

crease  in  corrcertfration  permitted 
to  be  carried;  Protective  clothing 
requirement  added. 

(C) 

C 

46  CFR  153,  Table  1;  Reduced  re¬ 
quirements. 

* 

[01 

46  CFR  30.  Table  30.25-1. 

« 

D 

46  CFR  30.  Table  30.25-1. 

B 

D 

C 

0 

46  CFR  153,  Table  1;  Delete  from 
table. 

(C) 

D 

46  CFR  153,  Table  1:  Reduced  re¬ 
quirements. 

No  change 

No  change 

46  CFR  153,  Table  1. 

[Cl 

C 

46  CFR  153.  Table  1. 

No  change 

No  change 

46  CFR  30.  Table  30.25-1, 

B 

D 

[B1 

C 

B 

0 

B 

D 

46  CFR  153,  Table  t:  Delete  from 
table. 

Net 

Not 

46  CFR  151,  Table  ISlilS:  Pretao- 

applicable 

applicable 

tive  clothing  requirement  added. 
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Cargo  Name 


Current 


Proposed 


Pollution  Category 
Current  Proposed 


Comments 


Myrcene . . . . . 

No  change . . . 

IB) 

D 

46  CFR  153,  Table  1:  Delete  from 

table. 

To  be  deleted  from  ail  tables. 

o-Nitrochloroberuene  . — 

o-Chloronitrobenzene . 

No  chartge 

No  change 

46  CFR  153,  Table  1;  Additiortal  re- 

quirements. 

Norter^e . 

Nonerre  (an  isomers) . 

No  change 

No  change 

Nonyl  alcohol  (all  isomers) . 

No  chartge . 

ici 

C 

46  CFR  30,  Table  30.25-1. 

Nortyl  pherrol  sulfide  (90%  or  less)  .. 

Alkyl  phenol  sulfide  (C8-C40) . 

1 

[D] 

46  CFR  30,  Table  30.25-1. 

OH,  misc.:  Soya  bean  (epoxidized)  .. 

No  change . 

« 

0 

Octyl  nitrates  (all  isomers)  . 

Alkyl(C7-C9)  nitrates . 

A 

B 

Palm  kernel  oil,  fatty  add . — 

Palm  kernel  add  oH  . . 

No  Change 

No  change 

Palm  kernel  oil,  fatty  add  methyl 

Palm  kernel  add  oH,  methyl  ester  ... 

(Cl 

[D]  - 

46  CFR  153,  Table  1:  Delete  from 

ester. 

table. 

n-Parafflns  (C10-C20) . 

n-Alkanes  (C10+) . 

No  chartge 

No  change 

Phertol . . . 

No  change . 

B 

C 

- 

Phosphorous,  elemental  . . 

Phosphorous,  white  (elemental) . 

Not 

Not 

46  CFR  151,  Table  151.05. 

applicable 

applicable 

Pine  oil  . 

No  change . 

IBJ 

C 

Polyalkyl(C10-C22)  acrylate  in  Xy- 

No  chartge . 

IC] 

C 

lene. 

Polyatkylene  oxide  polyd . 

No  change . 

(C) 

c 

Poiyglycerol  . 

No  change . 

[III] 

III 

Polyisobutyiene  . 

Poly(4+)isobutylene . . 

[III] 

III 

Poly(20)oxyethyler>e  sorbitan 

No  chaise . 

[B] 

III 

46  CFR  153,  Table  1:  Delete  from 

morKX)leate. 

table. 

Polypropylene . 

Poly(5+)propylene . 

[III] 

III 

oleata . . 

No  diAo^  . 

[D] 

c 

Propionaldehyde  . . . 

No  change . 

D 

c 

Propyl  acetate  (iso-) . 

iso-Propyl  acetate  . . . 

No  Change 

No  chartge 

46  CFR  30,  Table  30.25-1. 

Propyl  acetate  (rv)  . . 

rvPropyl  acetate . . . 

No  change 

No  change 

46  CFR  30,  Table  30.25-1. 

Propyl  alcohol  (iso-)  . 

Iso-Propyl  aicohol . 

No  change 

No  change 

46  CFR  30,  Table  30.25-1. 

Propyi  alcohol  (n-) . 

n-Propyl  alcohol  . 

No  change 

No  chartge 

46  CFR  30,  Table  30.25-1. 

Propylbenzerre  fiso-) . 

Iso-Propylbenzene  . 

No  change 

No  change 

46  CFR  30,  Table  30.25-1. 

Propyibenzene  (r»-) . 

n-Propi^nzene . 

No  change 

No  chartge 

46  CFR  30,  Table  30.25-1. 

Propyleno  glycol  ethyl  ether . 

Propylerte  glycol  mor>oaikyi  ether  .... 

No  change 

No  change 

Propylene  glycol  methyl  ether . 

Prop^ene  glycoi  monoatk^  ether  .... 

No  -change 

No  change 

Sodium  acetate  solution . 

No  change . 

[D] 

D 

Sodium  benzoate  solution . 

Sodium  benzoate  solution  . 

[D] 

D 

Sodium  aluminate  solution . . 

Sodium  aluminate  solution  (45%  or 

Not 

Not 

46  CFR  151,  Table  151.05. 

less). 

applicable 

applicable 

Sodium  chlorate  solution  (50%  or 

No  change  . 

Not 

Not 

46  CFR  151,  Table  151.05:  Protec- 

less). 

applicable 

applicable 

tive  dothing  requirement  added. 

Sodium  hydrogen  sulfide  (6%  or 

No  change . . 

[C] 

B 

less),  S^um  carboruite  (3%  or 

less)  solution. 

Sodium  hypochlorite  solution  (15% 

No  change . 

No  change 

No  change 

46  CFR  153,  Table  1:  Protective 

or  less). 

clothing  requirement  added. 

Sodium  hypochlorite  solution  (15% 

Sodium  hypochlorite  solution  (25% 

Not 

Not 

46  CFR  151,  Table  151.05. 

or  less). 

or  less). 

applicable 

applicable 

Sodium  (^yacrylate  solution  . . 

Sodium  poly(4-*')acrylate  solution . 

[III] 

III 

Sodium  sulfate  solution . 

No  change . . . 

[III] 

III 

Tetradecylbenzene . 

No  char>ge . 

[C] 

[D] 

46  CFR  153,  Table  1:  Delete  from 

table. 

Triarylphosphate . 

Triisopropyiated  phenyl  phosphates 

No  Change 

No  change 

46  CFR  30,  Table  30.25-1. 

1.1,1-trichloroethane  . 

No  char>ge . 

B 

C 

1,1,2-Trichloroethane  . . 

No  change . 

B 

C 

46  CFR  153,  Table  1:  Additiortal  re- 

quirement. 

Trichloroethylerre . 

No  ohangA  . 

B 

c 

1,2,3-Trlchkxopropane  . 

No  chartge . 

B 

c 

46  CFR  153,  Table  1:  Additicnat  re- 

quirement. 

Tridecylbenzene . 

No  chartge . 

[C] 

[D] 

46  CFR  153,  Table  1:  Delete  from 

table. 

Triethylene  glycol  ethyl  ether . 

Poly(2-8)alkylerte  glycol 

No  chartge 

No  Change 

mortOalkyl(C1-C6)  ether. 

Triethyler>e  glycoi  methyl  ether . 

Poly(2-€)aikylerte  glycol 

No  change 

No  change 

mortoalkyl(C1-C6)  ether. 

Trlmethylbenzenes  (aN  isomers) . 

Trimethylbertzene  (all  isomers) . 

No  chartge 

No  chartge 

2,2,4-T  rimethylpentanediol-1 ,3- 

2,2,4-T  rimethyl- 1 ,3-pentanedid 

No  chartge 

No  change 

46  CFR  30,  Table  30.25-1. 

diisobutyrate. 

diisobutyrate. 

2,2.4-T  rimethyl-3-pentanoH  - 

2,2,4-T  rimethyl- 1 ,3-pentanediol- 1  - 

No  change 

No  change 

46  CFR  30,  Table  30.25-1. 

Isobutyrate. 

Isobutyrate. 
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Cargo  Name 

Pollution  Category 

Comments 

Current 

Proposed 

Cunent  Proposed 

Tripropylene  glycol  methyl  ether .... 

..  Poly(2-8)alkylene 

mofK)alkyl(C1-C6)  ether. 

glycol  No  change 

No  change 

Undecyl  alcohol . 

..  t-Undecyl  alcohol  . 

.  No  change 

No  change 

46  CFR  30,  Table  30.25-1. 

Undecytbenzene . 

..  No  change . 

.  ICl 

ID) 

46  CFR  153,  Table  1:  Delete  from 
table. 

Vinytidene  chloride  . 

..  No  change . 

.  B 

D 

Waxes  . 

..  No  change . 

.  (D) 

0 

Regulatory  Evaluation 

This  proposal  is  not  major  under 
Executive  Order  12291  and  not 
significant  under  the  "Department  of 
Transportation  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures”  (44  FR  11040;  February  26, 
1979).  The  Coast  Guard  expects  the 
economic  impact  of  this  proposal  to  be  ■ 
so  minimal  that  a  Regulatory  Evaluation 
is  unnecessary.  This  rulemaking  is 
administrative  in  nature  and  would 
merely  update  chemical  tables  by 
adding  cargoes  recently  authorized  by 
the  Coast  Guard  or  added  to  the  IMO 
Chemical  Codes  and  by  making  other 
non-substantive  editorial  changes  and 
corrections. 

Small  Entities 

Under  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 
(5  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.),  the  Coast  Guard 
must  consider  whether  this  proposal 
will  have  a  significant  economic  impact 
on  a  substantial  number  of  small 
entities.  "Small  entities"  include 
independently  owned  and  operated 
small  businesses  that  are  not  dominant 
in  their  field  and  that  otherwise  qualify 
as  "small  business  concerns”  under 
section  3  of  the  Small  Business  Act  (15 
U.S.C.  632). 

This  rulemaking  is  merely 
administrative  in  nature.  Because  it 
expects  the  impact  of  this  proposal  to  be 
minimal,  the  Coast  Guard  certifies 
under  5  U.S.C.  605(b)  that  this  proposal, 
if  adopted,  will  not  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities. 

Collection  of  Information 

This  proposal  contains  no  collection 
of  information  requirements  vmder  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  (44  U.S.C. 
3501  et  seq.). 

Federalism 

The  Coast  Guard  has  analyzed  this 
proposal  in  accordance  with  the 
principles  and  criteria  contained  in 
Executive  Order  12612  and  has 
determined  that  this  proposal  does  not 
have  sufficient  federalism  implications 
to  warrant  the  preparation  of  a 
Federalism  Assessment. 

This  rulemaking  is  administrative  in 
nature  and  would  merely  update 


chemical  tables  by  adding  cargoes 
recently  authorized  by  the  Coast  Guard 
or  added  to  the  IMO  Chemical  Codes 
and  by  making  other  non-substantive 
editorial  changes  and  corrections. 
Therefore  this  rulemaking  has  no 
federalism  implications. 

Environment 

The  Coast  Guard  has  considered  the 
environmental  impact  of  this  proposal 
and  concluded  that,  under  section  2.B.2 
of  Commandant  Instruction  M16475.1B. 
this  proposal  is  categorically  excluded 
fi'om  further  environmental 
documentation.  This  rulemaking  is 
merely  an  administrative  update  of 
tables  listing  chemicals  already 
approved  or  soon  to  be  approved  under 
Coast  Guard  regulation  or  international 
law  and  clearly  would  have  no  impact 
on  the  environment.  A  Categorical 
Exclusion  Determination  is  available  in 
the  docket  for  inspection  or  copying 
where  indicated  under  "ADDRESSES." 

List  of  Subjects 
46  CFR  Part  30 

Cargo  vessels,  Foreign  relations. 
Hazardous  materials  transportation. 
Penalties,  Reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements,  Seamen. 

46  CFR  Part  40 

Cargo  vessels.  Hazardous  materials 
transportation,  Marine  safety. 
Occupational  safety  and  health. 

Seamen,  Vinyl  chloride. 

46  CFR  Part  98 

Cargo  vessels.  Hazardous  materials 
transportation.  Marine  safety.  Reporting 
and  recordkeeping  requirements.  Water 
pollution  control. 

46  CFR  Part  147 

Hazardous  materials  transportation. 
Labeling,  Marine  safety.  Packaging  and 
containers.  Reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements. 

46  CFR  Part  ISO 

Hazardous  materials  transportation. 
Marine  safety.  Occupational  safety  and 
health.  Reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements. 


46  CFR  Part  151 

Cargo  vessels.  Hazardous  materials 
transportation.  Marine  safety,  Reporting 
and  recordkeeping  requirements.  Water 
pollution  control. 

46  CFR  Part  153 

Administrative  practice  and 
procedure.  Cargo  vessels.  Hazardous 
materials  transportation.  Marine  safety. 
Reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements.  Water  pollution  control. 

For  the  reasons  set  out  in  the 
preamble,  the  Coast  Guard  proposes  to 
amend  46  CFR  parts  30. 40.  98, 147, 

150, 151,  and  153  as  follows: 

PART  30— GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  30 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  46  U.S.C.  3306,  3703;  49  U.S.C 
1804;  49  CFR  1.45, 1.46;  Section  30.01-2  also 
issued  under  the  authority  of  44  U.S.C  3507. 

130.25-1  [Anwnded] 

2.  In  §  30.25-1,  revise  table  30.25-1  to 
read  as  follows: 

***** 

Table  30.2&-1 — Llat  of  Flammable 
and  Combustible  Bulk  Liquid 


Cargoes 

Cargoes 

Pollution 

Category 

Acetone  . 

III 

Acetophenone  . 

OD 

Acetyl  tributyl  citrate . 

•Acrylonitrile-Styrene  copoly¬ 
mer  dispersi^  in  Polyether 

f 

polyol . 

•Alcohols  (Cl  3  arxl  above), 
see  Alcohola  (C134-) . 

D 

♦Alcohols  (C13+) . 

III 

Alcoholic  beverages,  n.o.8 . 

Alcohol(C6-C1 7)(secor>dary) 

III 

poly(3-6)etho)^te8 . 

Alcohol(C6-C1 7)(secondary) 

A 

poly(7-12)ethoxylates . 

•Alcohol(C12-C15)  poly(1- 

3)ethoxylates,  see 

AicohoKC12-C15)  poly(1- 

B 

6)ethox]^te« . 

Alcohol(C12-C1S)  poly(3- 

11)ethoxylate8,  see 

Alcohol(C12-C15)  poly(1- 

A 

6),  or  poly(7-19)ethoxylatea 

!  A 
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Table  30,25-1 — List  of  Rammabie 
and  Combustible  Bulk  Liquid 

Cargoes — Continued 


Cargoes 


•►Alcohol(C12-C15)  poly(1- 

6)othoxylates . 

♦Alcohol(C12-C15)  poly(7- 

19)ethoxytates . 

+Alcohol(C12-C15) 

poly(20>)6thoxy<ates . 

-•■Iso-  &  (^o-Alkanes  (CIO- 

-r-iso-  &  cyck>-Aikanes  (Cl2-»)  .. 

♦rvAlkar^es  {C10+)  _ 

■f  Alkaryl  pol^ther  (C9-C20) 

4-AN(eriyl(Cl1-f)  amine . 

Alkertyisucdnic  acid  . . 

Alkenyisucdnic  ar^hydride  . 

-«-Aikyi(C8)ainine,  Alkenyt  (Cl  2) 

acid  aster  mixbire _ 

•Aikyi(C9-C17)  beruenes,  see 

AlkyKC9^)bMaanM _ 

•»'AH(yi<C9-f)benzer)es _ 

AlkyU)^er>esulfonic  acid  (4% 

or  less) _ _ 

•fAttcyi  ditiiothiadiazoie  (C6- 

C24)  . . . 

•fAikyl  ester  copolymer  (C6- 

C18)  . . 

♦Alkyl  phenol  sulfide  (C8-C40) 
•Mk^  phthalates  (n-).  see  indl- 

viduaf  phthalates _ 

Alkyl  succinate  formaldehyde 
hydr-  oxyamirfo  conder^sate 

(3.2%  or  less) _ 

AmirK>ethyldietharK)iamir>e. 
Arnlrx)-  ethylethanoiamine 

solution . . . 

•Amyl  acetate  (iso-,  rv),  see 
Amyl  acetate  (all  leorn^)  . 

♦Amyl  acetate  (alt  Isomers) . 

Amyl  alcohol  (iso-,  rt-.  sec-,  pri¬ 
mary)  . . . 

Amyl  alcohol  (ter!-) _ 

Amylene,  see  Pentane  (all  Iso¬ 
mers)  . . . . 

Amyl  methyl  ketorre,  see  Meth¬ 
yl  amyl  ketone _ _ _ 

Arnyl  tafiate . . . 

♦Animai  arxl  Rsh  oils,  n.o.8. 
(see  also  Oil,  edible,  or  Oil. 

misc.) . . . 

Including: 

Cod  liver  oO 
Lanolin 
Neatstootott 
pochard  oil 
Spam  oil 

♦Animal  arxJ  Fish  add  oils  arfo 

distWates,  n.o.s.  _ 

IfKiuding: 

Anintal  add  oil 
Fish  add  oO 
Lard  add  oil 
Mbcedaddott 
Mixed  general  add  oil 
Mixed  hard  add  oH 
Mixed  sot  add  oM 

♦Aryl  polyolefin  (C11-C50) _ 

Asphalt . . . 

Asphalt  blerHfing  slocks: 

Roofers  flux _ 

Straight  run  residue  . . 


Pollution 

Category 


W 

III 

• 

0 

IDl 

(D! 


Table  30.25-1 — List  of  Flammable 
and  Combustible  Bulk  Liquid 
Cargoes — Continued 


Table  30.25-1 — List  of  Flammable 
and  Combustible  Bulk  Liquid 
Cargoes — Continued 


Cargoes 


♦Barium  long  chain  alkaryl 

sulfonate  (C11-C50) _ 

♦Barium  lor^  chain  aikyl(C8- 

C14)phenate  sulfide . 

Behenyl  alcohol . 

Benzene  tricarboxylic  acid 

trioctyl  ester  . . . . 

Beruyf  alcohol . . 

BicycNc  terpenel  polyamlne 

amide  salt  . . . . 

Brake  fluid  base  mixtures 
(containing  Poly(2- 

8)alkylene(C2-C3)  glycols, 
PolyeJkylena(C2-C10}  glycol 
monoalkyl(C1-C4)  ethers, 

and  their  trorate  esters) 

Butane  . . . 

Butene,  see  Butylerte. 

Butene  oligomer  . . 

•fiso-,  rv)  Butyl  acetate _ 

•sec-But^  acetate  _ 

Butyl  alcohol  (iso-,  n-,  sec-, 

tert-)  . . . . . . . 

Butyl  benzyl  phthalate _ 

But^ene . . . . . 

But^rre  glycol  . . . ' 

•  1,3-Butylene  glycol,  see  Butyl¬ 
ene  glycol . . 


phenate  sulfide  (C8-C40) _ 

♦Caidum  lortg  chain  aficyi  salic¬ 
ylate  (C13^)  . 

♦Caidum  long  chain  phenolic 

amine  (C8-C40)  . . 

Caprolactam  solutiorrs _ _ 

•ciubon  black  base  (printing 

Ink  base  material) . . . 

•Cetyl  alcohol  (hexadecanol), 

see  Alcohols  (C13^) . 

(^tyl-Stearyt  alcohol  . : _ 

Qeaning  spirit  (unleaded)  _ 

tCfoel  tar _ 

•CumerM  (see  also  leo* 

Propyibenxene) _ 

Cycloaliphafic  resins . . 

C^lohexarre . 


Poltufion 

Category 


Cargoes 


(BJ 

lAJ 

III 

III 

C 


D 

LFG 

B 

C 

0 

III 

A 

LFG 

O 


•CyclohexarK)i  . . . 

1,3-Cyclopentadierte  dimer 

(rTKtIten) . 

•Cydopentadiene  polymers, 
see  1 ,3-Cyclopentadiene 

dimer  (molten) _ 

•p-Cymene  . 

DecahydronaphfoalerM  . 

•iso-Oecaldehyde  _ 

•n-Oecaldehyde _ 

•Oecane,  see  n-Alkanee 

(C10+) . . . . 

Decene  _ _ _ _ _ _ 

♦Oecyl  acetate  . . . 

Decyl  alcohot  (aH  isomers) . 

Oecylbenzene  (rv) . . . . 

Detergent  alkyl^ . . 

Diacetone  alcohol _ 

0ialkyi(C10-C14)  benzerres 

Oialkyi(C7-C13)  phthalates _ 

•Pibutyl  carbinol,.see  Nonyf  al¬ 
cohol  (all  isomers) _ 

•ortho-Dibutyl  phthalate  . . 

Dicydopentadiene,  see  1,3- 
Cyclopentadiene  dimer  (mol¬ 
ten)  . . 

Oiethylbenzene . . 

Diethylene  glycol  . . . 

Diethylerre  glycol  butyl  ether _ 


ene  glycol  _ .... 

iso-Butyi  formate 

90  Diethyiene  glycol  butyl  ether 

D  acetate  .  . . 

n-Butyl  formate _ 

Butyl  heptyl  ketone . . 

•Butyl  rnethyl  ketone,  see 

Methyl  butyl  ketone . . 

Butyl  stearate  . 

Butji  toluene . . 

•gamma-Butyrolactone . 

Calcium  alkylphenate  . . 

90  Diethylene  glycol  dibutyi  ether  . 

[C]  Diethylene  glycol  diethyl  ether  . 

Diethyiene  glycol  ethyl  ether _ 

. . . .  •Diethyiene  glycol  ethyl  ether 

III  acetate.  see  Poly(2- 

9A  8)alkylene  gll^l 

D  monoalfcyt(C1-C6)  ether 

#  acetate  _  .  .  _ _ 

♦Calcium  ail^C9)phenol  sul¬ 
fide.  polyolefin 

pfK^horosulfide  mbdure _ 

Calcium  alkyl  salicylate,  see 
Calcium  long  chain  alkyf 

saMcylate  (C13>)  _ 

Caidum  amino  non^  pherwiate 

Calcium  carboxylate _ 

♦Caidum  long  chain  alkaryl 

sulfonate  (Cl  1-C50) . . 

♦Caidum  long  chain  alkyl 

phenate  (C8-^0)  . . 

♦Calcium  long  chain  alkyl 

♦Oiethyierre  glycol  n-hexyl 
ether,  see  Poly(2-8)alkylerte 
A  glycol  monoalkyi(C1-C6) 

ether . . . . . . 

•Diethyiene  glycol  methyl  ether, 
C  see  Poly(2-8)alkylene  gly- 

fi  col  monoatkyl(C1-C6) 

1  ether  . . . . . . . 

•Diethyiene  glycol  methyl  ether 
D  acetate.  see  Poly(2- 

8)alkylerte  glycol 

[0]  monoalky  l(C1-C6)  ether 

acetate _ _ _ _ 

Diethylerw  glycol  phenyl  ether  . 

•Diethylene  glycol  phfoalate _ 

♦Diethylene  glycol  propyl  ether. 
see  Poly(2-8)alk^er)e  glycol 

monoalk^(C1-C6)  ether . 

Di-(2-efoylhexyl)adif^ _ 

•Di-(2-ethylhex)4)phthalate,  see 
Dlalkyl(C7-C13)  phthalates 

Dieth^  phthalate  . . 

Diglyddyl  ether  of  Bisphenol  A 

Diheptyl  phttialate . 

DIhexyl  phfoalate _ 

•Diisobutylcarbinol.  see  Nonyf 
alcohol  (all  iaomera) 

Diisobutylerw _ 

Diisobutyl  ketone 
Diisobutyi  phthalate 


Pollution 

Category 


C 

D 

dC 

dB 

Ul 

B 

6 

B 

0 

D 

D 

PI 

O 

(Cl 

A 


0 

0 

0 

C 

B 

lit 

Ml 

[Cl 

B 

0 

B 
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Table  30.25-1 — List  of  Flammable  Table  30.25-1— List  of  Flammable  Table  30.25-1 — List  of  Flammable 
and  Combustible  Bulk  Liquid  and  Combustible  Bulk  Liquid  and  Combustible  Bulk  Liquid 
Cargoes — Continued  Cargoes — Continued  Cargoes — Continued 


Cargoes 


Poilutior) 

Category 


•Diisodecyl  phthalate,  see 

Dialkyl(C7-C13)  phthalate* 

DiisoTKsnyt  adipate . 

•Diisononyl  phthalate,  see 

DialkyKC7-C13)  phthalatea 

Diisooct^  phthalate  . 

Dtisopropyibenzene  {all  iso¬ 
mers)  . 

Diisopropyt  naphthalene . 

Dimethyl  adipate . . . 

•Dimethylberaene,  see 

Xylenes . 

Dimethyl  giutarate  . 

Dimeth^  phthalate . 

•Dimethyl  polysiloxane . 

2,2-Dimethylpropane-1 ,3-diol  ... 

Dimethyl  succinate  . 

•Dinon;^  phthalate,  see 
Diail^l(C7-C13)  phthalate* 

Di{octylphenyl)arrHne . 

Dioctyl  phthalate . 

Dipentene  . 

Diphenyl . 

Diphen^,  Diphenyl  ether  mix¬ 
ture  . 

Diphenyl  ether . 

Diphenyl  ether.  Biphenyl  phenyl 

ether  mixtures . 

Dipropylene  glycol . 

■fDipropylene  glycol  butyl  ether, 
see  Poly(2-8)alkylene  glycol 

monoalk^(C1-C6)  ether . 

Dipropyiene  glycol  dibenzoate  . 
•Dipropylene  glycol  methyl 
ether,  see  Poly(2-8)alkylene 
glycol  monoalkyl(C1-C6) 

ether . 

Distillates: 

Flashed  feed  stocks . 

Straight  run . 

•Ditridecyl  phthalate,  see 
Dlalkyl(C7-C13)  phthalate* 
•Diurtdecyl  phthalate,  see 
Oialkyl(C7-€13)  phthalate* 

Dodecane  (all  isomers)  . 

Dodecanol  . 

Dodecerte  (all  isomers)  . 

•fDodecyl  alcohol,  see 


D 

D 

D 

III 

A 

D 

B 


C 

C 

III 

D 

C 

D 

« 

III 

C 

A 

A 

A 

A 

III 


D 

[D1 


D 

I 

I 

D 

D 

III 

B 

B 


Dodecanol . 

Dodecylbenzene . 

Dodec^  phenol . 

♦Dodecyl  xylene . 

Drilling  mud  (low  toxicity)  (if 
flammable  or  combustible)  ... 


B 

III 

A 

III 

[III] 


Ethane  . 

2-Ethoxyethanol . . 

2-Ethoxyethyt  acetate . 

•Ethoxylated  alcohols,  C11- 
CIS,  see  the  alcohol 

polyethoxylates . 

Ethoxy  triglycol  (crude) . 

Ethyl  acetate . 

Ethyl  acetoacetate . 

Ethyl  alcohol . 

Ethyl  amyl  ketone . 

Ethylbenzene . 

Ethyl  butanol . 

Ethyl  butyrate  . 

Eth/  cydohexane  . 


LFG 

D 

C 


0 

D 

D 

III 

C 

C 

dD 

c 

c 


Cargoes 


Pollution 

Category 


Ethylene . 

Ethylene  carbonate  . 

Eth^ene  glycol . 

Ethylene  glycol  acetate . 

Ethylene  glycol  butyl  ether . 

Ethylene  glycol  but^  ether  ace¬ 
tate  . 

Ethylene  glycol  tert-butyl  ether  . 

Ethylene  glycol  diacetate  . 

Ethylene  glycol  dibutyl  ether  .... 
Ethylene  glycol  ethyl  ether,  see 

2-Ethoxyethanol . 

Ethyler>e  glycol  ethyl  ether  ace¬ 
tate,  see  2-Ethoxyethyi  ace¬ 
tate  . 

Ethylene  glycol  isopropyl  ether  ' 
Ethylene  glycol  methyl  butyl 

ether . 

Ethylene  glycol  methyl  ether  .... 
Ethylene  glycol  methyl,  ether 

acetate . . . 

Ethylene  glycol  phenyl  ether  .... 
Eth^erw  glycol  phenyl  ether, 
Diethylene  gl^ol  phenyl 

ether  mixture . 

Ethylene-Propylene  copolymer 

(in  liquid  mixtures) . 

Ethyl-3-ethoxyproplonate . 

•2-Ethylhexaldehyde,  see  Octyl 

aldehydes . . 

•2-Ethylhexanoic  acid,  see 
Octartoic  acid  (all  isomers) 
2-EthylhexarK>l,  see  Octand 

(all  isomers)  . 

•Ethylhexoic  acid,  see  2- 

Ethylhexanoic  acid . 

Ethyl  hexyl  phthalate . 

Ethyl  propionate  . 

Ethyl  toluene . 

•Fatty  acid  (saturated,  C13  and 
above),  see  Fatty  acid 

(saturated,  €134-)  . 

■fFatty  acid  (saturated,  0134)  .. 

Fatty  acid  amides . 

Formamide  . 

Furfuryl  alcohol . 

tGas  oil,  cracked . 

Gasoline  blending  stocks: 

Alkylates . 

t  Reformates . 

Gasolines: 


LFG 

Hi 

D 

D 

III 

C 

III 

C 

ID) 

D 


C 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 


D 

[III] 

IC] 


D 

dC 


C 

D 

B 


III 

III 

« 

D 

C 

I 

I 

I 


tAutomotive  (containing 
not  over  4.23  grams 

lead  per  gallon) . 

tAviation  (containing  not 
over  4.86  grams  lead 

per  gallon) . 

Casinghead  (natural) . 

Polymer . 

tStraight  run . 

Glycerine  . 

4Gtycerine  (83%), 

Dioxanedimethand  (17%) 
mixture . 


I 


I 

I 

I 

I 

III 


D 


•Glycerol,  see  Glycerine  . 

Gly^roi  polyalkoxylate .  Ill 

Gt^eryl  triacetate .  Ill 


Cargoes 


Pollution 

Category 


•Glyddyl  ester  of  tertiary  car¬ 
boxylic  add,  see  Glyddyl 
ester  of  trider^  acetic  add  ... 

4Glyddyl  ester  of  CIO 

trialkylacetic  add,  see 

Glyddyl  ester  of  tridecyl  ace¬ 


tic  acid 


B 


Glyddyl  ester  of  tridecyl  acetic 
add  . 


B 


•Glyddyl  ester  of  versatic  add, 
see  Glyddyl  ester  of  tridecyl 

acetic  acid . 

•Glycol  diacetate,  see  Ethylene 

glycol  diacetate . 

Glyr^s,  Resins,  &  Solvents 

mixture  . 

•Glycol  triacetate,  see  Glyceryl 

triacetate . 

Glyoxal  solution  (40%  or  less)  . 
•Heptadecar>e,  see  rt-Alkane* 

(C104)  . 

Heptane  (all  isomers) . 

Meptarx>ic  acid . 

Heptanol  (all  isomers)  . 

Heptene  (all  isomers) . 

Heptyl  acetate  . 

•Herbicide  (CIS  -H22  -N02 

-Cl),  see  Metolachlor . 

•Hexaethylena  glycol,  see  Pol- 

yethylert*  glycol . 

Hexamethylene  glycol  . 

Hexameth^enetetramine  solu¬ 
tions  . . . 

Hexane  (all  isomers)  . 

Hexanoic  add . 

Hexanol  . 

Hexene  (all  isomers)  . 

Hexyl  acetate . 

Hexylene  glycol  . 

•Hog  grease,  see  Lard . 

2-Hydroxy-4- 

(methylthio)butanoic  add . 

H^roxy  terminated 

polybutadiene,  see 

Polybutadiene,  hydroxyl  ter¬ 
minated. 

lsophoror>e . 

Jet  fuels: 

JP-1  (kerosene) . 

JP-3 . 

tJP-4 . 

JP-5  (kerosene,  heavy) . 

JP-8 . 

Keroserte  . 

Lactic  acid  . 

Lard  . 

4Latex  (ammonia  (1%  or  less) 

inhibited)  . 

Latex,  liquid  synthetic . 

irKludmg: 

Styrene-butadierte 

rubber . 

Carboxylated  styrene- 
butadiene  copoly¬ 
mer  . 

4Long  chain  alkaryl  polyether 

(C11-C20)  . . . 

4Long  chain  aHtaryl  sulfonic 
add  (C18-C60) . 


I 


D 

III 

C 

D 

C 

C 

B 


lU 

III 

D 

C 

D 

D 

C 

B 

III 


1C] 


D 

I 

I 

I 

I 

91 

I 

D 

III 

D 

III 


III 

C 
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Pollution 

Category 


-r-Long  chain  akyiphenate/Pha- 

nol  suifkie  . . . . 

-r-Magnesium  lortg  chain  aikaryi 

sulfonate  (C11-C50) . . 

-t-Magnesium  long  chain  alkyl 
phenate  sulfide  (C8-C20) 
■«>Magr)esiufn  long  chain  alkyl 

salicylate  (C11)  . . . . 

•Magnesium  nonyl  phenol  sul¬ 
fide,  see  Magneskim  long 
chain  phenate  auifide  (CS- 

C20)  . . . 

•Magnesium  sulfonate,  see 
Magnesium  long  chain 
aikaryi  sulfonate  (C11-C50) 
Maleic  anhydride  cof^ymer  _ 

2- Mercaptobenzothiazol  (in  liq¬ 
uid  mixtures)  . . 

Methar>e _ _ _ 

3- Methoxy-1 -butanol _ 

3-MetK>x^utyl  acetate  . 

1-MefiK>xy-2-propyl  acetate . 

•Methoxy  trigtycol  (triethyiene 

glycol  methyl  ether),  see 
Poly(2-8)alkylene  glycol 

monoalkyl(C1-C6)  ether . 

Methyl  acetate  . . 

Methyl  acetoacetate  _ 

Meth^  alcohol  _ 

Methyl  amyl  acetate  . . 

Melh^  amyl  alcohol  _ _ _ 

Meth^  amyl  kekme  _ 

•Methyl  butanol,  see  the  amyl 

alcohols . . . . . 

Methyl  butenol . . . 

Methyl  butyl  ketone  . 

Methyl  butymol  . . 

Methyl  butyrate  . . 

Methyl  ethyl  ketone  . . . 

Methyl  formal  (dimethyl  formal) 

Methyl  heptyl  ketone  . 

Meth^  isobutyl  carbtnol,  see 

Methyl  amyl  alcohol  . . 

Methyl  isobutyl  ketone . . 

3-Methyi-3-methoxybutarK)l _ 

3-Methyl-3-methoxybutyl  ace¬ 
tate  . 

Methyl  rraphthalene  . . 

•Methyl  pentene,  see  Hexene 

(all  isorrters) _ _ _ _ 

♦Methyl  propyl  ketorie . 

•N-Mathyl-2-pyrrolidone  . 

Methyl  tert-butyl  ether  . 

Metolachlor _ _ _ 

Mir>erai  spirits  . . . 

•Myrcerte  . . . . . 

Naphtha; 

•tAromatIc  (having  less 

than  10%  Bertzene) _ 

Heavy  . . . 

Paraffinic  _ _ _ 

tPetroleum  . . 

tSolvent _ _ _ 

Stoddard  Sotverk . 

tVamish  makers'  and 

painters’  (75%)  _ 

Naphthalene  sulforkc  acid-form¬ 
aldehyde  copolymer,  sodium 
salt  solution . . . . 


Cargoes 


Naphthenic  acid . . . . 

Nonarre  (aH  isomers) . . 

Nonanoic  add  (aH  isomers) . . 

Nonanoic,  Tridecartoic  acid 

mixture  . . 

•Nonene  (aH  laomers) _ 

♦Nonyl  acetate  . 

•NonyH  alcohol  (all  isomers)  . 

Nonyl  methacrylate  monomer  .. 

Nonyl  phenol  _ _ _ 

Nonyl  pherK)l  poly(4- 

12)ethoxylates . 

•Nonyl  phenol  sulfide  (90%  or 
less),  see  Alkyl  phe^  sul¬ 
fide  (C8-C40) . 

♦Noxious  liquid,  N.F.,  (1)  n.o.s. 
(“trade  name”  contains  "prin- 
dple  components”)  ST  1, 

citf  A  (it  combustible) . 

♦Noxious  Ik^,  F.,  (2)  n.o.s. 
("trade  name”  contains  "prlr>- 
ciple  comporrents”)  ST  1. 

Cat  A . . . . 

♦Noxious  liquid,  N.F.,  (3)  n.o.s. 
("trade  name”  contairVs  "prm- 
dple  components”)  ST  2, 

C«rt  A  (if  combustible) _ 

♦Noxious  liquid,  F.,  (4)  n.o.s. 
(“trade  name”  contains  “prin¬ 
ciple  components”)  ST  2, 

Cat  A . . . 

♦Noxious  liquid,  N.F.,  (5)  n.as. 
('Irade  name"  contains  "prin¬ 
ciple  components”)  ST  2, 

Cat  B  (if  combustible) . 

♦Noxious  liquid,  N.F.,  (6)  n.o.s. 
(“trade  name”  contains  “prin¬ 
ciple  comporrents”)  ST  2, 
Cat  B,  mp.  equal  to  or  great¬ 
er  than  15  deg.  C  (if  com¬ 
bustible)  . . . . 

♦Noxious  liquid,  F.,  (7)  n.o.s. 
(“trade  ruune”  contains  “prin- 
ciple  components")  ST  2, 

Cat  B . 

♦Noxious  liquid,  F..  (8)  n.o.s. 
(“trade  name"  contains  “prin¬ 
ciple  components")  ST  2, 
Cat  B,  mp.  equal  to  or  great¬ 
er  than  15  deg.  C  . 

♦Noxious  liquid,  N.F.,  (9)  n.o.s. 
(“trade  name"  contains  “prin- 
dple  comporients”)  ST  3, 

Cat  A  (if  combustible)  . . 

♦Noxious  liquid,  F.,  (10)  n.o.s. 
(“trade  nanre"  contains  “prin¬ 
ciple  comporrents")  ST  3, 

Cat  A _ _ _ 

♦Noxious  liquid,  N.F.,  (11) 
n.o.s.  ftracte  name"  corkains 
“principle  componetUs”)  ST 

3,  Cat  B  (if  cor^usbbie) . 

♦Noxious  Uquid,  N.F.,  (12) 
n.o.s.  (“treule  name”  contains 
“prirx:iple  components”)  ST 
3,  Cal  B,  mp.  equal  to  or 
greater  than  15  deg.  C  (d 
combustible) . . . 


Pollution 

Category 


Cargoes 


♦Noxious  liquid,  F.,  (13)  ao.s. 
(“trade  name”  contains  “phn- 
ciple  components”)  ST  3. 

Cat  B . . 

♦Noxious  liquid,  F.,  (14)  n.o.s. 
(“trade  name”  contains  “prte- 
ciple  components")  ST  3. 
Cal  B,  mp.  equal  to  or  great¬ 
er  than  15  deg.  C  . . . 

♦Noxious  liquid,  N.F.,  (15) 
n.o.s.  (“trade  rtame”  contains 
“prirxxple  components”)  ST 

3,  Cat  C  (if  combustible)  . . 

♦Noxious  liquid,  F.,  (16)  n.o.s. 
(“trade  name”  contains  "prirv 
ciple  components”)  ST  3, 

Cat  C . . . 

Noxious  liquid,  n.o.s.  (17) 
(“trade  name,"  contairrs 
“principal  components”).  Cat¬ 
egory  D  (if  Mammable  or 

combustible) . 

Non-noxious  liquid,  n.o.s.  (18) 
(“trade  name,”  contains 
“prirKHpai  componerrts").  Ap¬ 
pendix  III  (if  flammable  or 

combustible) . 

•Octadecene,  see  the  ole^  or 

alpha-olefin  entries  . 

Octadecenoamide  solution 

(oleamide) . 

Octane  (all  isomers)  . . 

Octanoic  acid  (aH  isomers) . 

Octanoi  (aH  isomers)  . 

Octene  (all  ison>ers) . 

Octyl  acetate  . 

•Octyl  alcohol  (iso-,  rt-),  see 

Octanoi  (alt  isomers) . 

Octyl  aldehydes . 

Oct^  decyf  adipate . 

Octyl  epoxytalfate . . . 

•Octyl  phthalate  (Di-(2- 
eihylhexyl)phfi)aiate),  see 
Di8ikyl(C7-C13)  phthaiates 
Oil,  edit^: 

Babassu  . 

Beechnut  . . 

Castor . 

Cocoa  butter . 

Coconut  . 

Cod  liver . . . 

Com . 

Cottonseed  . . 

Fish,  n.o.s. . . . 

Grapeseed . . 

Groundnut  _ _ 

Ha2elnut  . . 

Lard  _ _ 

Maize,  see  Com  oil . . 

Mustard  seed  _ 

Nutmeg  butter . . . 

Olve  _ _ 

Palm  _ _ 

Palm  kernel _ 

Peanut _ _ _ _ 

Poppy  - - - 

Raisin  seed  _ 

Rapeseed . . 

Rice  bran _ 


Pollution 

Category 
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Pollution 

Category 


Safflower  . 

Salad  . 

Sesame  . 

Soya  bean . 

Sunflower,  see  Sunflower 

seed . 

Sunflower  seed  . 

Tucum  . 

Vegetable,  n.o.s.  . 

Walnut . 

Oil,  fuel: 

No.  1  (kerosene^ . 

No.  1-D . 

No.  2 . 

No.  2-D . 

No.  4 . 

No.  5 . 

No.  6 . 

Oil,  misc: 

Absorption  . 

Aliphatic . 

Animal,  n.o.s . 

Aromatic . 

Aviation  F2300  . 

Clarified  . 

Coal . 

•Coconut  oil,  esterified, 
see  Coconut  oil,  fatty 

acid  methyl  ester . 

Coconut  oil,  fatty  acid  . 

Coconut  oil,  fatty  acid 

methyl  ester . 

•Coconut  oil,  methyl  ester, 
see  Coconut  oil,  fatty 

<  acid  methyl  ester . 

Cottonseed,  fatty  acid,  see 
Cottonseed  oil,  fatty  add 

Croton . 

tCrude . 

Diesel  . 

-t-Gas,  high  pour . 

Gas,  low  pour . 

Gas,  low  sulfur . 

Heartcut  distillate . 

Lanolin . 

Linseed . 

Lubricating . 

Mineral . 

Mineral  seal . 

Motor . 

Neatsfoot . 

Oiticica . 

Palm  oil,  fatty  acid  methyl 

ester . 

•Palm  oil,  methyl  ester, 
see  Palm  oil,  tatty  acid 

methyl  ester . 

Penetrating . 

Perilla  . 

Pilchard  . 

Pine  . 

Range . . 

Residual  . 

Resin  . 

Resinous  petroleum . . 

Road . 

Rosin . 

Seal . 

Soapstock . 


Cargoes 


.  Soya  bean  (epoxkfized)  .... 

Sperm . 

Spindle  . 

Spray . 

Tall . 

Tall,  fatty  add . 

Tanner’s  . 

Transformer . 

Tung  . 

Turbine  . 

Whale . 

White  (mineral) . 

Wood . 

+alpha-Olefins  (C6-C18) . 

alpha-Olefins  (C13-C18) . 

■fOlefin  mixtures  (C5-C7) . 

•tOlefin  mixtures  (C5-C15) . 

•Olefins  (C13>,  all  isomers) . 

-i-Olefin/Alkyl  ester  copolymer 

(rTK>lecular  weight  2000) . 

Oleic  acid . 

•Oleyl  alcohol  (octadecenol), 

see  Alcohols  (Cl  34) . 

•Organic  amine  70,  see 
AmirK>ethyldiethanolamine, 
Aminoethylethanolamine  so¬ 
lution  . 

4Palm  kernel  add  oil,  methyl 

ester . 

Palm  stearin  . 

•n-Paraffins  (C10-C20),  see  n- 

Alkanes  (CIO4) . 

•Pentadecanol,  see  Alcohols 

(C134) . 

•Pentaethylene  glycol,  see  Pol¬ 
yethylene  glycols  . 

Pentaethyleri^examine . 

Pentane  (all  isomers) . 

Pentanoic  add . 

Pentene  (all  isomers) . 

Petrolatum . 

l-Phenyl-l-xyfyl  ethane . 

Phosphosulfurized  bicydic  ter- 

pene  . . 

•Phihalate  plasticizers,  see  in¬ 
dividual  phthalates  . 

Pinene  . 

Polyalkenyl  sucdnic  anhydride 

amine . 

Polyalkylene  glycols, 

Polyalkylene  glycol 

nrK>noalkyi  ethers  mixtures  .... 
4Polyalkylene  glycol  butyl 
ether,  see  Poly(2-8)alkylene 
glycol  morK>alkyl(C1-C6) 

ether . 

4Poly(2-8)alkylene  glycol 

monoalkyl(C1-C6)  ether . 

4Poly(2-8)alkylene  glycol 
monoalkyl(C1-C6)  ether  ace¬ 
tate  . 

Polyalkylene  oxide  polyol . 

*Polyalkyl  methacrylate  (C1- 

C20) . 

Polyamine,  amide  mixture . 

Polybutadiene,  hydroxyl  termi¬ 
nated  . 

Polybutene . . . 

Polydimethylsiloxane . 


Pollution 

Category 


Cargoes 


4Polyether  (molecular  weight 

2000) . . 

Polyethylene  glycol . 

Polyethylene  glycol  dimethyl 

ether . 

4Polyethylene  glycol  morx)alkyl 
ether,  see  Pc^(2-8)alkylene 
glycol  monoalkyl(C1-C6) 

ettier . 

4Polyglycerine,  Sodium  salts 
solution  (containing  less  than 

3%  Sodium  hydroxide)  . 

•Polyglycerol . 

•Poly(44)isobutylene  . 

Polymerized  asters . 

4Polyolefin  (molecular  weight 

300) . 

4Polyolefin  amide  alkeneamine 

(C284) . 

4Polyolefin  amide  alkeneamine 

borate  (C2&-C250) . 

4Polyolefin  amide  alkeneamine 

mdytxfenum  oxysuifide  . 

4Polyoiefin  amide  alkeneamme 

polyol . 

4Polyolefin  anhydride . 

4Polyoiefin  ester  (C28-<)250)  .. 
4Polyolefin  phenolic  anrrine 

(C28-C250)  . 

4Polyolefin  phosphorosuifide, 

barium  derivative  . 

•Poly(20)oxyethylene  sorbitan 

monodeate . 

•Poly(54)propyiene . 

Polypropylene  glycol  . 

Polyprop^ne  glycol  methyl 

ether . 

Polysiloxane  . 

Polystyrene  dialkyl  maleate . 

•Potassium  oleate . 

Propane . 

•n-Propoxypropanol  (propyl- 
an«  glycol  propyl  other), 
see  Propylene  glycd 

mohoelkyl  ether _ ........ 

•iso-Propyl  acetate . 

•rr-Propyl  acetate . 

•iso-Prr^yl  alcohol  _ 

•n-Propyl  alcohol . . . 

•iso-Propylbenzene  (see  also 

Cumene) . 

•n-Propyiberuerre . . 

iso-Propylcydohexane . 

Propylene  . . . 

Propylene-butylene  copolymer . 

4Propyiene  carbonate . . 

Propyl^  dimer . 

Propylerre  glycol . 

4Propyiene  glycol  n-butyl  ether 
•Propylerre  g^col  ethyl  ether, 
see  Propylene  glycol 

mortoalkyl  ether . 

4Propylene  glycol  methyl  ether 

acetate . . . 

•Propylene  glycol  methyl  ether, 
see  Propylerte  glycol 

monoalkyl  ether  ....... _ 

Propylene  glycol  ,  monoalkyl 
other . . 


Pollution 

Category 
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Cargoes 


Pollution 

Category 


•fPropylene  glycol  phenyl  ether 
•fPropylene  glycol  propyl  ether, 
see  Propylene  glycol 

monoalkyl  ether  . 

Propylene  polymer  (in  liquid 

mixtures) . . . 

Propylene  tetramer . 

Propylene  trimer . 

•Pseudocumene,  see 

Trimethylbenzenee  . 

•Rum,  see  Alcoholic  bev- 


ID] 


D 

# 

B 

B 


erages,  n.o.s . 

•Sodium  acetate,  Glycol,  Water 
mixture  (containing  1%  or 
lees.  Sodium  hydroxide)  .... 

•Sodium  acetate  solution  . 

•Sodium  benzoate  solution . 

•-Sodium  long  chain  alkyl  salic¬ 
ylate  (CIS) . 

Sodium  sulforuite . 

•Stearic  acid,  see  Fatty  acid 

(saturated,  0134-)  . 

Stearyl  alcohol  (octadecanol) ... 
•Sulfohydrocarbon  (C3-C88) ... 
•Sulfoh^rocarbon,  lor^g  chain 

(Cl  8)  alkyiamine . 

Sulfolane . . . 

Tallow . 

•Tallow  alcohol,  see  Alcohols 

(C13+) . 

Tallow  fatty  add  . 

TaHow  alk^  nitrile . 

Tetradecanol . 

•Tetradecene,  see  the  olefin  or 

alpha-oletin  entries  . 

Tetradecylbenzene . 

Tetraethylerte  (^ycol . 

Tetrahydronaphthalerte  . 

•Tetrapropylbemene,  see 

Aikyl(C94-)benzenes . 

Toluene . 

•Triarylphosphate,  see 

Trtisopropylated  phenyl 

phosi^tee . 

Tributyl  phosphate  . . . 

Tricresyl  phosphate  (less  than 

1%  of  the  ortho  isomer) . 

•Tridecane,  see  n-Alkanee 

(C10+) . 

Tridecanolc  add  . 

•Tridecanol,  see  Alcohols 

(cm) . . . 

•Tridecef>e,  see  Olefirta 

(C13+) . 

♦Tridocyl  acetate . 

Tridecytt)enzene . 

Triethylbenzerte . 

Trieth^ene  glycol  . . 

Trieth^ene  glycol  butyl  ether  ... 
Triethytene  glycol  butyl  ether 

mixture . 

Triethytene  glycol  di-(2- 

ethylbutyrate) . 

Triethylene  glycol  ether  mixture 
•Triethylerte  glycol  ethyl  ether, 
see  Poly(2-6)alkyteM  gly¬ 
col  inortoalkyKCI-^) 
ether _ _ _ _ 


D 

D 

tC) 

# 

III 

III 

0 

B 

III 

D 

III 

D 

• 

III 


[Cl 

III 

c 


c 

A. 

B 

A 

III 

III 


III 

III 

[Cl 

A 

III 

III 

• 

[C] 

t 


D 


Cargoes 

Pollution 

Category 

•Triethyiene  glycol  methyl 

ether,  see  Poly(2-6)alkylene 

glycol  monoalkyl(C1-C6) 

ether . 

D 

Triethyl  phosphate . 

D 

Triisooctyl  trimellitate . 

# 

Triisopropar>olamine . 

III 

•Triisopropylated  phenyl  phos- 

phates  . 

A 

Trimethytbenzenes  (all  iso- 

mers) . 

B 

Trimethylol  propane 

polyethoxylate . 

D 

•2,2,4'Trimethyi-1,3- 

pentsnediol  dilMbutyrate  .. 

• 

2,2,4-Trimethyl-3-pentanol-1  - 

isobutyrate  . 

« 

Tripropylene,  see  Propylene 

trinter . 

@B 

Tripropylene  glycol  . 

III 

•Tripro^ene  glycol  methyl 

ether,  see  Poly(2-8)allcylene 

glycol  monoallcyi(C1-C6) 

ether . 

D 

Trixylenyl  phosphate  . 

A 

•Trixylyl  phosphate,  see 

Trix/enyt  phosphate . 

A 

Turpentine  . 

B 

•tTurpentine  substitute,  see 

White  spirit  (low  (15-20%)  ar- 

omatic)  . 

@B 

•Undecanol,  see  f-Undecyl  al- 

cohol  . 

Undecene  . 

B 

•  f-Undecyl  alcohol . 

B 

UndAcyibMzenA . 

[Cl  • 

■fVegeiable  oils,  n.o.s.  (see 

also  OH,  edible) . 

D 

Including: 

Beechnut  oil 

Castor  oti 

Cocoa  butter 

Coconut 

Com  oH 

Cottonseed  (xl 

Groundnut  oil 

Haielrnjt  oil 

Linseed  oil 

Nutmeg  butter 

Oitidca  oil 

Olive  oil 

Palm  kernel  oil 

Palm  oil 

Peel  oil  (oranges  and  lemons) 

Peritia  oil 

Poppy  oH 

Raisin  seed  oil 

Rapeseed  oil 

Rice  bran  oil 

Safflower  oil 

Salad  oH 

Sesante  oil 

Soya  oil 

Sunflower  seed  oil 

Tucumoil 

Tung  oil 

Walnut  oil 

•■Vegetable  acid  oHs  and  dis- 

tillates,  n.o.s . 

D 

Cargoes 

Pollution 

Category 

Including: 

Com  acid  oil 

Cottonseed  acid  oil 

Dark  mixed  acid  oil 

Groundnut  acid  oil 

Mixed  acid  oil 

Mixed  general  acid  oil 

Mixed  hard  acid 

i 

Mixed  soft  acid 

Rapeseed  acid  oil 

Safflower  acid  oil 

Soya  acid  oil 

Sunflower  seed  acid  oil 

Vinyl  acetate-fumarate  a>poly- 

mer . 

# 

•Waxes; 

D 

Candelilla . 

@D 

Camauba . 

@D 

Paraffin . 

III 

Petroleum . 

« 

•t  White  spirit,  see  White  spirit 

(low  (15-20%)  arorhatic)  . 

tWhite  spirit  (low  (15-20%)  aro- 

matic)  . 

B 

•  Wine,  see  Alcoholic  bev- 

erages,  n.o.s . 

Wool  grease  . 

« 

Xylenes  (ortho-,  meta-,  para-)  .. 

C 

•Zinc  alkaryl  dithiophosphate 

(C7-C16)  . 

C 

•Zinc  alkyl  dithiophosphate 

(C3-C14)  . 

B 

Zinc  dialkyidithiophosphate  . 

1 

*  derrotes  newly  added  products. 

Items  with  a  bullet  (•)  or  in  boldface  are 
changes  per  CGD  92-100. 

Explanation  of  Symbols;  As  used  in  this 
table  the  following  starxls  for. 

A,  B,  C,  D — NLS  Category  of  Annex  II  of 
MARPOL  73/78. 

I — Considered  an  “oil"  under  Annex  I  of 
MARPOL  73/78. 

Ill— Appendix  III  of  Annex  tl  (non-NLS 
cargoes)  of  MARPOL  73/78. 

LFG— Liquefied  flammable  gas. 

*— No  determination  of  NLS  status.  For 
shipping  on  an  oceangoirtg  vessel,  see  46 
CFR  1M.900(c). 

[  ] — A  NLS  category  in  brackets  indicates 
that  the  product  is  provisionally  categorized 
arxl  that  further  data  are  necessary  to 
complete  the  evaluation  of  its  pollution 
hazards.  Until  the  hazard  evaluation  is 
completed,  the  pollution  category  assigned  is 
used. 

O— The  NLS  category  has  been  assigned 
by  the  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  in  absence  of  one 
assigned  by  the  IMO.  The  category  is  based 
upon  a  GESAMP  Hazard  Profile  or  by  analogy 
to  a  closely  related  product  having  an  NLS 
assigr>ed. 

t— The  provisions  contained  in  46  CFR  part 
197,  subpart  C,  may  apply  to  this  cargo. 

Abbreviations  for  Noxious  liquid 
Cargoes: 

N.F,— nor>-flammable  (flash  point  greater 
than  60  degrees  C  (140  degrees  F)  cc). 
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Table  30.25-1 — List  of  Flammable 
and  Combustible  Bulk  Liquid 
Cargoes — Continued 


Cargoes 


Pollution 

Category 


F. — flammable  (flash  point  lass  than  or 
equal  to  60  degrees  C  (140  degrees  F)  cc). 

n.o.s.— not  otherwise  specified. 

ST — Ship  type. 

Cat— Pollution  category. 

Words  in  italics  are  not  part  of  the  the  cargo 
name  but  may  be  used  in  addition  to  the 
cargo  name. 

When  or>e  entry  references  another  entry  by 
use  of  the  word  ‘^seeT,  and  both  narT>es  are  in 
roman  type,  either  name  may  be  used  as  the 
cargo  name  (e.g.,  Diethyl  ether,  see  Ethyl 
ether).  However,  the  referenced  entry  is 
preferred. 


*  * 


PART  40— SPECIAL  CONSTRUCTION, 
ARRANGEMENT.  AND  OTHER 
PROVISIONS  FOR  CARRYING 
CERTAIN  FLAMMABLE  OR 
COMBUSTIBLE  DANGEROUS 
CARGOES  IN  BULK 

3.  The  authority  citation  for  part  40 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  46  U.S.C.  3306,  3703;  E.O. 
12234,  45  FR  58801,  3  CFR  1980,  Comp., 
p.277:  49  CFR  1.46. 


f  40.01-1  [Amended] 

4.  In  §  40.01-1,  remove  the  words 
"Table  30.25-5”  and  add,  in  its  place, 
the  words  "Table  151.05”. 

f  40.01-5  [Removed] 

5.  Section  40.01-5  is  removed. 

§40.15-1  [Amended] 

6.  In  §  40.15-l(a)(3)  and  (e),  remove 
the  words  "29  CITl  1910.93q(g)”  and 
add,  in  their  place,  the  words  "29  CFR 
1910.1017”. 

PART  98— SPECIAL  CONSTRUCTION, 
ARRANGEMENT.  AND  OTHER 
PROVISIONS  FOR  CERTAIN 
DANGEROUS  CARGOES  IN  BULK 

7.  The  authority  citation  for  part  98 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  33  U.S.C.  1903;  46  U.S.C.  3306, 
3703;  49  U.S.C.  App.  1804;  E.O.' 12234, 45  FR 
58801,  3  CFR,  1980  Comp.,  p.  277;  49  CFR 
1.46. 

§  98.01  -1  [Amended] 

8.  In  §  98.01-1  (e),  remove  the  words 
"Table  151.01-10(b)”  and  add,  in  their 
place,  the  words  "Table  151.05”. 

PART  147— HAZARDOUS  SHIPS’ 
STORES 

9.  The  authority  citation  for  part  147 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 


Authority:  46  U.S.C  3306;  E.O.  12234, 45 
FR  58801,  33  CFR,  1980  Comp.,  p.  277;  49 
CFR  1.46. 

§147.45  [Amended] 

10.  In  §  147.45(f)(4),  remove  the  word 
"protable"  and  add,  in  its  place,  the 
word  “portable”. 

11.  In  §  147.45(h)(1),  remove  the 
words  "(f)(4)”  and  add,  in  its  place,  the 
words  "(f)(3)”. 

12.  In  §  147.45(h)(2),  remove  the 
words  "(f)(3)”  and  add,  in  its  place,  the 
words  "(f)(4)”. 

§147.95  [Amended] 

13.  In  §  147.95(b),  remove  the  word 
“matter”  and  add,  in  its  place,  the  word 
"master”. 

PART  150— COMPATIBILITY  OF 
CARGOES 

14.  The  authority  citation  for  part  150 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  46  U.S.C.  3306,  3703;  49  CFR 
1.45, 1.46.  Section  150.105  issued  under  44 
U.S.C  3507;  49  CFR  1.45. 

Table  I  [Revised] 

15.  Table  I  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

*  •  *  •  • 


Table  I— Alphabetical  List  of  Cargoes 


Chemical  name 

Group 

No. 

CHRIS 

code 

Related  CHRIS 
codes 

Acetaldehyde  . . . 

19 

AAO 

Acetic  acid  . . . 

Acetic  anhydride  . 

Acetone  cyanohydrin  . 

Acetonitrile  . 

»4 

11 

*  18 
..*0 
37 

AAC 

ACA 

ACT 

ACY 

ATN 

Acetophenone . ; . 

18 

ACP 

Acetyl  tributyl  citrate  . 

34 

Acrolein  . 

*19 

ARL 

Acrylamide  solution . 

10 

AAM 

Acr^ic  acid . 

*4 

ACR 

Acr^onitrile  . 

*15 

ACN 

Acr^onitrile-Styrene  copolymer  dispersion  in  Polyether  polyol . 

Adioonitnle  . 

20 

37 

ALE 

AON 

•Alcohols  (CIS'^)  . 

20 

ALY 

TDN/TTN/PDa 

♦Alachlor  technical . 

33 

ALH 

TFA 

Alcoholic  beverages . . . 

20 

•Alcohol  polyethoxylates . 

20 

APU/APV/APW 

Alcohol  polyethoxylates,  secoixlary  . 

20 

. 

(APK/APL) 

AEA/AEB 

•-Alkanes  (C6-C9)  . . . 

31 

ALK 

HXX/HMXOAX/ 

♦iso- &  cyclo-Alkanes  (C10-C11)  . 

31 

AKI 

NAX 

♦Alkane  (C14-C17)  sulfonic  acid,  sodium  salt  solution  . 

34 

AKA 

♦Alkaryl  ^yether  (C9-C20)  . 

41 

AKP 

♦Alkenyl{C1 1^)amida  . 

11 

AKM 

♦Aikenylsuccinic  anhydride . . . . 

11 

AAH 

♦Alkyt(C8^)amine,  Alkenyl  (C12^)  acid  aster  mixture  . 

34 

AAA 

Alkyl  acrylate-VInyl  pyridine  copolymer  in  Toluene  . 

32 

AAP 

♦Alkyl(C3-C4)benzones  . . . 

32 

AKC 

PBY/BBE 
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Table  I— Alphabetical  List  of  Cargoes— Continued 


Chemical  name 

Group 

No. 

CHRIS 

code 

Related  CHRIS 
codes 

•fAScyltCS-CSKMnzenee . . . . 

-/Mtryltrf  "t**^-^****  .  - . . .  .  - . - . — . . 

32 

32 

AKD 

AKB 

OBZAiOB/DOe/ 

32 

AIH 

TRB^OB 

*.ao 

ABS 

ABT 

4Alk^  ditNothiaO^^  (C6^4) . . . . . 

AOT 

AES 

.  . .  . 

AKN 

ONE 

AKS 

AWyf  . 

M5 

ALA  ' 

Ali^rhiorVIe  ,  . -  . . . . . 

15 

ALC 

0 

AHS 

*43 

ASX 

ALM 

8 

AEX 

.  8 

8 

AEE 

HQ 

AEP 

AHL 

APR 

AMA 

- 

ABX 

ASU 

AMI 

AMH 

ANR 

AMN 

Ammonium  nitrate,  Urea  solution  (containing  Ammonia) . . — 

6 

43 

UAS 

ANU 

UAT 

•AmrTx>nium  polyphosphate  solution . —  . . 

43 

AMO 

APP 

43 

AME 

AMS 

5 

ASS 

ASF 

0 

ACS 

Ammonium  thiosulfate  solution . . . - . 

43 

ATV 

ATF 

34 

AEC 

lAT/AML/AAS/ 

20 

AAI 

AYA 

lAA/AAN/ASE/ 

•Amytana  faa  Pantene  . . . . . . - . 

30 

AMZ 

APM 

PTX 

•Amyt  methyl  kelone  Methyl  amyl  ketone  . . .  . . - . — . 

18 

AMK 

MAK 

Amyl  talleta  .  . . . . . . . 

34 

9 

ANL 

34 

AFN 

^-Animai  and  Fish  arid  niht  and  dislillatas,  n  n  a  . . . . . . 

34 

AFA 

33 

AHO 

COR 

•4-Aryl  polyolefin  (C11-C50)  — . . . . . . - . 

30 

AYF 

Asphalt . .  —  - . . . . . . . . . - . 

33 

ASP 

ACU 

Asphalt  Mending  eiiv^ks  roolare  flux  . . - . 

33 

ARF 

Asphalt  blending  stocks,  straight  run  residue . . . - . . . 

33 

ASR 

33 

AVA 

QAV 

♦Barium  lortg  chain  atkaryl  sulkxiate  (Cl  1-C50) . 

34 

BCA 

-lAariiim  long  chain  alkyt(Ce-Cl4)phanate  suifida  . . . 

34 

BCH 

20 

nanxane  . .  . 

32 

BNZ 

Ranxana  hydmrafhnn  mi^fftt  (having  10%  Benzene  or  more)  . 

32 

BHB 

PenzAfy^SUifonyl  cMofide  .  . 

>.  20 

BSC 

Beruene,  Toluene,  Xylene  mixtures . . . . . - . 

Ranzarwi  trirarhnxySr  arid,  trinctyl  ester  . 

32 

34 

BTX 

Ben^laoetate  . . . . - . 

34 

BZE 

Benz^  alcohoi .  .1 . . . . . . . - . 

21 

BAL  ■ 

Benzyl  cMnnde  . . .  . 

36 

6CL 

Brake  fluid  base  mixtures  . . - . . . . . - . 

20 

BFX 

Butadiene  . . . . . . . . . . 

30 

BOt 

Riitadiane,  Riitylana  mivturae  (moL  AcetylaiMs)  . . 

30 

B8M 

Butane  . . . . .  -- 

31 

BMX 

IBT/BUT 

30 

I8L«TN 

B^^tene  0*igonv*r  .  . . . . . 

30 

80L 

Butyl  acetate  . . . . . . . . . . , . 

34 

BAX 

IBA/BCN/BTA/ 

14 

BAR 

BYA 

BAi/BTC 

p!^  fUrnM 

*20 

lAUBANmAS/ 

BAT 
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Table  I— Alphabetical  List  of  Cargoes— Continued 


Butylamine  . 

Butylbenzene  . 

But^  benzyl  phthalate 

n-Butyl  butyrate . 

Butylene . 


Butylene  glycol . . . 

Butylene  oxide  . 

Butyl  ether . 

But^  formate . 

Iso-Butyl  isobutyrate  . . . 

Butyl  heptyl  ketone  . 

Butyl  methacrylate  . 

But^  methacrylate,  Decyl  methacrylate,  Cetyl-Eicosyl  methacrylate  mixture . 

Butyi  phenol.  Formaldehyde  resin  in  X^ene . 

+rvButyl  propionate . 

Butyl  toluene  . 

Butyraldehyde . . . 

Butyric  acid  . 

gamma-Butyrolactone . 

•fCalcium  alkyl(C9)phenoi  sulfide,  polyolefin  phosphorosulfide  mixture  . 

Calcium  bromide  solution  . 

Calcium  bromide,  Zirrc  bromide  solution,  see  Drilling  brine  (containing  Zinc  salts) 

Calcium  chloride  solution . . 

Calcium  hypochlorite  solutions . . . 

•fCalcium  king  chain  alkaryl  sulfor^te  (Cl  1-C50) . 

•r-Calcium  long  chain  alkyl  pher^ate  (C8-C40) . 

4-Calcium  long  chain  alk^  phenate  sulfide  (C8-C40)  . 

■►Calcium  long  chain  alkyl  salicylate  (Cl  3+) . 

•►Calcium  long  chain  phenolic  amine  (C8-C40) . . . 

Calcium  nitrate.  Magnesium  nitrate.  Potassium  chloride  solution . 

Calcium  sulfonate.  Calcium  carbonate.  Hydrocarbon  solvent  mixture . 

Camphor  oil  . . . 

Caprolactam  solution . 

Carbolic  oil . 

Carbon  black  base . 

Carbon  disulfide . . . 

Carbon  tetrachloride  . . 

Cashew  nut  shell  oil  (untreated) . 

Caustic  potash  solution  . . . 

Caustic  soda  solution  . . . 

Cetyl-Eicosyt  methacrylate  mixture . . . . 

-►Cetyl-Stearyl  alcohol . . . 

Chlorinated  paraffins  (C10-C13) . 

Chlorinated  paraffins  (C14-C17)  . . . . . 

Chlorine . 


Chloroacetic  acid  solution . 

Chlorobenzene . . . 

Chlorodifluoromethane . . . 

Chloroform  . 

Chlorohydrins . 

4-Chloro-2-methylpherK>xyacetic  acid,  Dimethyiamine  salt  solution 

•Chloronitrobenzene  . 

Chloroproplonic  add . 

Chkxosulfortic  add  . . . 

Chlorotoluer)e . 

Choline  chloride  solutions . 

•►Citric  add . 

Coal  tar  . 

Coal  tar  pitch  . 

■►Cobalt  naphthenate  in  solvent  naphtha . 

Coconut  OH,  fatty  add . 

Com  syrup  . . 

Cottonseed  oil,  fatty  acid . 

Creosote  . 

Cresols . . . 

Cresylate  spent  caustic  . . 

Cresylic  acid  . . 

•►Cresylic  acid,  dephenoUzed . . 

Cresylic  acid,  sodium  salt  solution  . 

•►Cresylic  acid  tar . 


Group  CHRIS  Related  CHRIS 
No.  code  codes 


lAM/BAM/BTL/ 

BUA 


■ 


32 
34 
34  BUB 
30  BTN 
^20  BUG 
16  BTO 
BTE 


BMI/BMN 


BPN 

BUE 

BAE  BAD/BTR/BFA 

BRA  IBR 

BLA 

CPX 

CBM 

DZB 

CCS  CLC 

CHZA>tUA>tY 

CAY 

CAN 

CPI 

CAK 


CHL/MCA 


CLA/CLP 

CTMATTO/CRN 


CCW/CWD 

CRL/CSUCSO 
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Table  I— Alphabetical  List  of  Cargoes— Continued 


Croup 

No. 

CHRIS 

code 

Related  CHRIS 
codes 

*19 

32 

•ill™ 

31 

iH 

31 

CYE 

31 

CHX 

4 

20 

CHN 

18 

CCH 

*18 

CYX 

34 

CYC 

7 

CHA 

30 

CPD 

OPT 

30 

CSB 

31 

CYP 

30 

CPE 

32 

CMP 

33 

DHN 

19 

lOA/OAL 

31 

DDC 

4 

DCO 

30 

DCE 

34 

DYA 

14 

DAT 

lAI/DAR 

*20 

DAX 

ISA/DAN 

32 

DBZ 

AKB 

0 

DHT 

43 

DTS 

*20 

DAA 

32 

DAB 

34 

DAH 

OHP/DIE/DOP/ 

OlF/DTP/OUPf 

DIO/DIN/DICy 

EHE 

43 

DSZ 

7 

DBA 

34 

DHO 

34 

DPA 

36 

OBX 

D8M/DBO/DBP 

, 

36 

DCF 

36 

DHX 

36 

DCH 

41 

DEE 

36 

DCI 

36 

DCM 

21 

DCP 

43 

DDE 

».  20 

DAD 

DDA/DSX 

*43 

DTI 

36 

OPX 

DPBrt)PP/DPC/ 

OPL 

IS 

OPS 

OPU/DPF 

15 

DMX 

4 

DCN 

30 

DPT 

CPO 

43 

OOX 

7 

DAK 

,, 

6 

OEA 

43 

DOE 

7 

DEN 

6 

DAE 

9 

DMN 

32 

DEB 

40 

DEC 

40 

DME 

••• 

34 

OEM 

40 

DIG 

••• 

40 

40 

DGE 

34 

OGA 

PAF 

40 

OHE 

PAG 

Chemical  name 


Crotonaldehyde . . . — - - - 

Cumene  . . . . . . . . . . 

Cycloaliphatic  resins - - - - - - 

1,S,9-Cyclododecatriene . . — . 

Cycioheptane . . . . . — . . . 

Cyclohexane  _ _ _ 

Cyclohexane  oxidation  product  add  water 

Cydohexanol  . . . . . . 

Cyclohexanone  . . . . . 

Cydohexanona,  Cydohexanol  mixtures - 

Cydohexyl  acetate  . . . . . . 

Cydohex^amine _ _ _ 

•1,3-Cyclopentadiene  dimar . 

Cydopentadiene,  Styrene,  Banzarte  mixtures 

Cydo^tane . - . . . 

Cydopentene . - - - - - 

Cymene . . . . 

Dacehydrorraphthalene  . . . . 

Decaldehyde . . . — 

•Decane,  see  rv>AII(afMS  (C104')  . . 

Decanoicacid  . . . . 

Decane . . . . . 

•fDecyl  acetate - - - 

Decyl  acrylate _ 

Decylakxihol  . . — . . 

Decylbenzerte  . . 

•fDecyloxytetrahydro-thiophana  dioxide - 

Dextrose  solution . . . — 

Diacetor>e  alcohol  . . . . 

Diallcyl<C10-C14)  beruenes . . . 

•Dla»^(C7-C13)  phthalates  _ 


Diammortium  salt  of  Zinc  EDTA  solution  — - - 

Dibutytamine  . . . . . — . . . . . 

4-Dlbutyl  hydrogen  phosphonate  - - - - - 

Dibutyl  phttialate _ _ _ _ 

Dichiorobenzene _ _ _ _ _ 

Dichlorodifluoromelhane  — ^ - - - - — 

•^LS-Dichlorohexane _ _ _ _ _ 

1,1-Dichloroethane _ _ _ _ 

2,2‘-Dichioroethyl  ether _ _ _ _ _ _ 

2,2’-Dichloroisopropyl  ether _ _ — . 

Dichloromethane . . . 

2.4- Oichloropherx}l  . . . . 

2,4'Dichlofophenoxyacetic  add.  Diethanolamine  salt  solution  _ 

2.4- Dichloropherx>xyacetic  add,  Oimethylamirre  salt  solution . 

2.4- Dichiorophenoxyacetic  add,  Triisopiopcmolantine  salt  sokibon 

Dichloropropane . . . . . — . . 


1,3-Dichloropropene  - - - - - - - - - 

DichlotoproperM,  Dichlofopropena  mixtures  . . . . 

2,2-Dichloropropionic  add . . . . . . . 

•DicydoperHadiene,  see  14-Cyclopentadiena  dimar . . . . 

Didflicyl  dsnalhyl  anwnonitsn  chloride.  Ethanol  mixture  solution . . . . . 

■fDIpherrylamme,  reaction  product  with  2,2.4-Trimethylpenterre  . . — ... 

Diethanolamir>e . . . — . . . . 

Diethanolamine  salt  of  2,4-OichloropherK>xyacetic  add  sokition  . . . . . 

Diethylaminoethanol  _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Diethylene  glycol . . . . . . . . . 

DIethylena  glyooi  butyl  ether _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Diethyfane  glyooi  but^  etrer  acetate . . . . . . — 

Diethylene  glycol  dibutyl  ether . . . . . . . . . 

•fDiethylene  glycol  diethyl  ether . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Diethyl^  gly^  ethyl  ether  . . . . . . . . . 

•Dielhyierte  glycol  ethyl  ether  acetate,  see  Poly<2-8)atlcyiene  glycol  monooHcyHCl-Ce) 
■fDiethylene  glycol  ivhexyl  ether,  see  Poty(2  8)ott<yt^  gfycd  monoallcyi(C1-C6)  ether ... 
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Chemical  name 


•Diethylene  glycol  methyl  ether,  see  Poly(2-8)alkylene  glycol  morK>alKyl(C1-C6)  ether  . 

Diethylene  gly^  methyl  ether  acetate,  see  Poly(2-8)all(ylen«  glycol  monoall^l(C1-C6)  other  acetate 

Dieth^ene  glycol  phenyt  other  . 

Diethylene  glycol  phthalate . . . 

•fDiethylene  glyrol  propyl  ether,  see  Poly(2-6)alkylono  glycol  monoalkyl(C1-C6)  ether . 

Diethylenetriamine  . . 

■t’Diethylenetriamine  pentaacetic  ackJ,  pentasodium  salt  solution . . . . 

Diethylethanolamine  . . . . 

Diethyl  ether . . 

Di-(2-ethythexyl)aclipate . 

Di-{2-ethylhexyl)phosphoric  acid . 

•Di-(2'ethylhexyt)phthalate,  see  Diall(yl(C7-C13)  phthalatea . 


Diethyl  phthalate . . . 

Dieth^  sulfate  . 

Diglycidyl  other  of  Bisphenol  A . . . 

Diglycidyl  ether  of  Bisphenol  F . . . 

Diheptyl  phthalate . . . . . 

Di-n-hexi^  adipate . . 

Diisobut^amine . . 

•Diisobutyt  carbinol,  see  Nonyl  alcohol . 

Diisobutylene  . 

Diisobut^  ketone  . . 

Diisobut^  phthalate  . . 

•Diisodecyl  phthalate,  see  Diallcyt(C7-C13)  phthalatea  . 

Diisorxxiyl  adipate  . . . 

•Diisononyl  phthalate,  see  Dii^lkyl(C7-C13)  phthalatea  . 

Diisooctyt  phthalate . . . 

DUsopropanolamine  . 

Diisopropytamine  . . . 

Diisopropytt)enzene  . 

Diisopropyt  naphthalene  . . . 

N,N-Dimethylacetamide . . . 

N,N-Dimethylacetamide  solution  . . 

Dimethyl  adipate . 

Dimethytamine  . 

Dimethylamine  solution . . . 

Dimethylamine  salt  of  4-Chloro-2-methylphenoxyacetic  acid  solution . 

Dintethylamine  salt  of  2,4-Dichlorophenoxyac6tic  acid  solution  . 

2,6-Dimethylaniline  . 

Dimethylcydicsiloxane  hydrolyzate  . 

N,N-Dimethylcyclohexylaniine  . 

Dimethylethanolamine  . 

Dimethytformamide  . 

Dimethyl  furan . 

Dimethyl  glutarate . 

Dimethyl  hydrogen  phosphite . 

Dimethyl  naphthalene  sulfonic  acid,  sodium  salt  solution . 

Dimethytoctanoic  acid . 

Dimethyl  phthalate . 

Dimeth^p^ysiloxane  . . . 

2,2-Dimeth^propane-1,3-diol . . . 

Dimethyl  succinate . 

Dinitrotoluene . . . 

•Dinonyl  phthalate,  see  Dialkyl(C7-C13)  phthalatea . 

•Dioctyl  phthalate,  see  Dialkyl(C7-C13)  phthalatea . 

1,4-Dioxane . . . 

Dipontene . 

Diphenyl . . . 

Diphenyl,  Diphenyl  other  mixture  . 

Diphenyl  ether . 

Diphenyl  ether.  Diphenyl  phenyl  ether  mixture  . 

+Diphenylaminos,  alkylated . 

Diphonyimethane  diiscK:yanate . 

Diphenyld  propane-Epl^lorohydrin  resins . 

Di-n-propylamine . . . . . 

DIpropyleno  glycol  . . 

•fDipropylene  glycol  butyt  ether,  see  Poly(2-8)alkytene  glycol  monoalkyt(C1-C6)  ether , 

Dipropylene  glycol  diberuoate . . . 

Dipropyleno  ^ycd  methyl  ether . 

Distillates,  flashed  feed  stocks . 


oup 

lo. 

CHRIS 

code 

Related  CHRIS 
codes 

40 

DGM 

PAG 

34 

DGR 

PAF 

40 

DGP 

34 

DGL 

40 

DGO 

PAG 

DET 

M 

DAE 

EET 

DEH 

DEP 

DIE 

DAH/DDIO/ 

34 

DPH 

DOP/DAH 

34 

DSU 

41 

BDE 

BPA 

41 

DGF 

34 

DHP 

34 

DHA 

7 

D6U 

20 

DBC 

NNS 

30 

D6L 

18 

DIK 

34 

DIT 

34 

DID 

DAH 

34 

DNY 

34 

DIN 

DAH 

34 

DIO 

8 

DIP 

7 

DIA 

32 

DIX 

32 

Dll 

DAC 

DLS 

DLA 

Hi 

DMA 

DMG/DMY/DMC 

•  9 

CDM 

i.iO 

DAD 

DDA/DSX 

9 

DMM 

34 

7 

DXN 

8 

DMB 

10 

DMF 

41 

34 

DOT 

*34 

DPI 

*34 

DNS 

4 

DMO 

34 

DTL 

34 

DMP 

20 

DDI 

34 

DSE 

42 

DNM 

DTT/DNL/DNU 

34 

DIF 

DAH 

34 

DOP 

DAH 

41 

DOX 

30 

DPN 

32 

DIL 

33 

DDO 

DTH 

41 

DPE 

41 

DOB 

7 

DAJ 

12 

DPM 

•0 

DPR 

7 

DNA 

40 

DPQ 

40 

DBG 

PAG 

34 

DGY 

40 

DPY 

33 

DFF 

29906 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  58,  No.  98  /  Monday,  May  24,  1993  /  Proposed  Rules 


Table  I— Alphabetical  List  of  Cargoes— Continued 


Group  CHRIS 
No.  code 


Distillates,  straight  run  . . . 

•Oitridecyl  phthalate,  see  Diatkyl(C7-€13)  phthaiates . 

•Diundecyl  phthalate,  see  D<slkyl(C7-€13)  phthalatea . 

Dodecane  . 

Dodecanol  . 

Dodecene  . 

2-Dodecenyisuccinic  add,  dipotassium  salt  solution . 

Dodecylamine,  Tetradecyiamine  mixture . 

•Dode^  alcohol,  see  Dodecanol  . 

Dodecylbenzene  . 

Dodecylbenzenesulfonic  acid  . 

•fDodecyIdimethytamine,  Tetradecyklimethylamine  mixture . 

Dodecyl  diphen^  ether  disulforuite  solution . 

i-Dode^  hydroxypropyl  sulfide . 

Dodecyl  methacr^te  . 

Dodecyl-Pentadecyl  methacrylate  mixtures . 

Dodecyl  phenol . 

•fDode^  xylene  . 

Drilling  brirw  (containing  Caldum,  Potassium  or  Sodium  saits)  ... 

Drilling  brine  (contak^ing  Zinc  salts)  . 

Drilling  mud  (low  toxicity)  (if  tiammabte  or  combustible) . 

Drilling  mud  (low  toxkaty)  (if  non-flammable  or  non-combustible) 

Epichlorohydrin  . 

E^xy  resin  . 

Ethar^ . 


EtharK>iamine . 

2-ElhoxyetharK>l  . 

2-Ethoxyethyl  acetate  . 

•Ethoxytated  alcohols,  C11-C15,  see  the  alcohol  poyiethoxyiates 


Ethoxy  tfiglycol . . 

Ethyl  acetate . 

Ethyl  acetoacetate  . 

Ethyl  acrylate  . . 

Ethyl  alcohol  . 

Ethylamine  . 

Ethylamine  solution . 

Ethyl  amyl  I(et0f>e  . . 

Eth^benzene  . 

Ethyl  butanol . . . 

N-Ethyl-f>-butylamlne  . . . . ?. . 

Ethyl  butyrate . 

Eth^  chloride . . 

Ethyl  chlorothioformate . . 

+Ethyl  cydohexarte . . 

N-Ethytcydohexylamine . 

Ethyl^ . . 

Ethylene  chkxohydrin  . 

Ethylene  cyarK>hydrin  . 

Eth^er>ediamir)e  . 

Ethytenediaminetetracetic  acid,  tetrasodium  salt  solution . 

Eth^er>e  dibromide . 

Ethylene  dichloride  . 

Ethylene  glycol . 

Ethylene  glycol  acetate . 

Ethylerw  glycol  butyl  ether  . 

•fEthylerte  glycol  hexyl  ether . 

•fEthylene  glycol  methyl  butyl  ether . 

Ethylene  glycol  tert-butyl  elher . 

Ethylene  glycol  butyl  ether  acetate . 

Ethyler>e  (^ycol  dacetate . . 

Ethylene  glycol  dibutyl  ether . 

Ethylene  glycol  ethyl  ether  . 

Ethyterte  glycol  ethyl  ether  acetate . 

Eth^er>e  glycol  isopropyl  ether . 

Ethyterte  glycol  methyl  ether  . . . 

Ethylerw  gfycol  methyl  ether  acetate  . 

•fEthylene  glycol  mor>oalkyl  ethers . 

Ethyi^  9ly^  phertyl  ether  . . . 

Ethylene  glycol  phenyl  ether.  Diethytene  glycol  phenyl  ether  mixture 


DAH 

DAH 

PFN 

LAL 

DDC/DOD 


APU/APV/APW 

(EOD/ENP/EOP/ 

EOT/ETD) 


EMA 
EGY 
EGB 
EGE 
EGA 
EGI 
EME 
34  EGT 
40  I  EGC 
EPE 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  58,  No.  98  /  Monday,  May  24,  1993  /  Proposed  Rules 


29907 


Table  I— Alphabetical  List  of  Cargoes— Continued 


Group  CHRIS 
No.  code 


Related  CHRIS 
codes 


Ethylene  glycol  propyl  ether . 

Ethylene  oxide  . . . . . 

Ethylene  oxide,  Propylene  oxide  mixture  . . 

♦Ethylene-Propylene  copolymer . 

Ethylene-Vinyl  acetate  copolymer  emulsion . . . 

Ethyl  ether . . . . 

Ethyl-3-ethoxypropionate . ! . 

•2-Ethylhexaldeh]^e,  see  Octyl  aldehydes . 

•2-Eth^hexanoic  acid,  see  Octanoic  acids . 

•2-Ethylhexanol,  see  Octanol . 

2-Ethylhexyl  acr^ate . 

2-Ethylhex^amlne . 

Ethyl  hexyl  phthalate  . 

•E0\yi  hexyl  tallale . 

Ethylidene  nortxxnene . 

Ethyl  methacrylate  . 

2-Ethyl-6-methyl-N-(1  ’-methyl-2-nf)ethoxyethyl)aniline . 

0-Ethyl  phenol . 

Ethyl  propionate . 

2-Ethyl-3-propylacrolein . 

Ethyl  toluene  . 

•Fatty  acids  (saturated,  C13+)  . 

Fatty  acid  amides  . 

Ferric  chloride  solution  . 

Ferric  hydroxyethylethylenediaminetriacetic  acid,  trisodium  salt  solution 

Ferric  nitrate.  Nitric  acid  solution . . . 

Fish  solubles  (water  based  fish  meal  extracts) . 

+Fluorosilicic  acid  . 

Formaldehyde,  Methanol  mixtures  . 

Formaldehyde  solution  . 

Formamide . 

Formic  acid  . 

Fructose  solution  . . 

Fumaric  adduct  of  Rosin,  water  dispersion . . 

Furfural . . 


Furfuryl  alcohol  . 

Gas  oil,  cracked . 

Gasoline  blending  stock,  alkylates  . . . 

Gasoline  blending  stock,  reformates . 

Gasolines: 

Automotive  (not  over  4.23  grants  lead  per  gal.) . 

Aviation  (not  over  4.86  grams  lead  per  gal) . 

Casinghead  (natural) . 

Polymer . 

Straight  mn . . . 

Glutaraldehyde  solution . . . 

Glycerine . 

♦Glycerine,  Dioxanedimethanol  mixture . 

Glycerol  polyalkoxylate . 

Glyceryl  triacetate  . 

Gylcidyl  ester  of  tridecylacetic  acid  . 

•Glyctdyl  ester  of  Versatic  acid,  see  Gylcidyl  ester  of  tridecylacetic  acid 

Glycol  diacetate  . 

Glycols,  Resins,  arxJ  Solvents  mixture . . 

Glyoxal  solutions . 

♦Glyoxylic  acid . 

Heptane  . . 

n-Heptanoic  add . 

Heptanol . ..... 

Heptane  . . 

Heptyl  acetate . . 

•Herbicide  (C15-H22-N02-CI),  see  Metolachlor . 

♦Hexaethytene  glycol,  see  Polyethylene  glycol  . * . 

♦Hexamethylene  glycol . . . . . 

♦Hexameth^errediamirre  adipate  solution . 

Hexamethyienediamine  solution . 

Hexamethylenetetramine . 

Hexamethylertetetramirie  solutions  ....; . 

Hexamethylenimine  . 

Hexane  . . 

Hexanotcadd  . . . . . 


EET 
EEP 
EHA 
EHO 
20  I  EHX 
14 


34 
34 
^30 
14 

9 
21 
34 

*19 

32 
34 

33 

1  FCS 
*43  FHX 

3  FNN 
43  FSO 

1  FSJ 
*19 
*19 

10 
*4 
43  I 

43  FAR 
19  ■ 

*20 
33 
33 
33  GRF 

33  GAT 
33  GAV 
33  GCS 
33  GPL 

33  GSR 

19  GTA 
*20  GCR 

20  GDM 

34 

34  GLT 
34 

34 

33 

19  GOS 

4  GAG 
31 


IHA/HXA 
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Chemical  name 


Hexanol 

•Hexene 


HXE/HXT/MPM/ 

MTN 

HSA 


Hexyl  acetate . 

Hexylene  glycol .. 
Hydrochloric  add 


H^rochioric  add,  spent 


FSJ 

HPN/HPS/HPO 


•HydrofluorosUidc  acid,  see  Huoroellicic  acid 

Hydrogen  peroxide  solutione . . . . — 

2-Hydroxyethyl  acrylate  _ _ 


N-(Hydroxyethyl)ethyler)edlafninalriacetic  add,  trisodium  salt  solution 


2-i^roxy-4-<methylthk>)t>utanoic  add 


Isophorone 


Isophorone  diamir)e 


Isophorone  diisocyaruite 


Isoprene 


lsopropytt>enzene 


Jet  fuels: 

JP-1  . 

JP-3  . 

JP-4  . 

JP-5  . . 

JP-8  . 

Kaolin  day  slurry 
Karoserra _ 


Ketorte  residue 


Lactonitrile  solution 


■fLatex  (ammorxa  inhibited) 


Latex,  liquid  synthetic 


Laurie  add  . 
Lignin  liquor 


HJquid  Streptomyces  solubles 


•fLortg  chain  aikaryl  poiyelher  (Cl  1-C20) ..... 
■fLorx)  chain  aikar^  sulfonic  add  (C16-C60) 


•fLor>g  chain  atkylphenate/Pherttl  sutfkte 


•fLong  chain  polyetheramfoe  in  alkyl(C2-C4)benzenes 


Magnesium  chloride  solution 


■fMagnesium  torig  chain  aicaryl  siAonate  (Cl  1-C50)  . . . 

♦Magnesium  long  chain  alkyl  phenate  sulfide  (C8-C20) . . . . 

♦Magnesium  long  chain  alk^  salicylate  (C1U) . . . . . 

•Ma(yiesi(xn  nonyl  pherx)l  sulfide,  see  Magnesium  long  chain  alkyl  phenate  sulfide  (C8-C20) 
•Magnesium  sulfonate,  see  Magnesium  long  chain  sulfoiuite  (C11-CS0) . . . . 


Maleic  arfoydride 


Maleic  anhydride  copolymer . . . 

Mercaptobenzothiazol,  sodium  salt  solution 
Mesityl  oxide . . . . . . 


Metam  sodium  solulfon 


Methacrylic  add 


♦Methacrylic  resin  in  Ethylene  dichloride 


Methacryibnitrile 


Metharw 


3-Methoxy-1  -butarK}! 


3-Methoxybutyl  acetate 


1-Methoxy-2-propy4  acetate 

•Methoxy  trigfycol _ 

Methyl  acetate  _ _ 


Methyl  acetylene,  Piopadiene  mixture 

Methyl  acrylate . . 

Methyl  alcohol . . . . 

♦Methyl  propyl  ketone  _ 


Methytandne 


Methyfomine  solutiortt 


Methyl  amyl  acetate  . 
•Methyl  amyl  alcohol 


Methyl  amyl  ketone 


Meth^  bromide 
Meth^  buterx)! 
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Table  I— Alphabetical  List  of  Cargoes— Continued 


Chemical  name 

Group 

No. 

CHRIS 

code 

Related  CHRIS 
codes 

Methyl  butyl  ketone . . . . . 

18 

MBK 

Methyl  tert-butyt  ether . . . 

Ml 

MBE 

Methylbutynol . 

20 

MBY 

a-Mflthyl  hiityraldAhyriA  . 

19 

Methyl  butyrate  . 

34 

MBU 

MAthyl  rhlnridfl  . . . 

36 

MTC 

MAthyIryrIohAicanA  . . 

31 

MCY 

MAthylr^npAntadiAnA  dtmAr  . 

30 

MCK 

Methyl  diethanolamine . . . 

4.N-MAthylgliinAminA  sniijtinn . 

8 

43 

MDE 

MGC 

MAB 

4,4’-Methylene  diartiline  (43%  or  less).  Polymethylene  polyphenylamine,  o-Dichlorobenzene  mixtures . 

2-Methyl-6-ethylanilir)e . 

9 

9 

MOB 

MEN 

Methyl  ethyl  ketorie . 

*18 

MEK 

2-Melhyl-5^thylpyridine . . . 

9 

MEP 

MAthyl  fnrmAl  . . 

41 

MTF 

Methyl  formate . 

34 

MFM 

Methyl  heptyl  ketone . 

18 

MHK 

2-Methyl-2-hydroxy-3-butyne . . 

Methyl  isoamyl  ketone . . 

20 

18 

MHB 

MAK 

•Methyl  isobutyl  carbinol,  see  Methyl  amyl  alcohol . 

20 

MIC 

MAA 

Methyl  isobutyj  ketorie . 

*18 

MIK 

Meth^  meth£K:rytate . 

14 

MMM 

3-MAthyl-3>nnAthnyyh(rtAnol  . 

20 

3-MAth^-3-mAthAxyh(ityi  ar^tAtA  . 

34 

Methyl  naphthalene  . 

32 

MNA 

Methyldureas . 

19 

MUS 

2-Methyl  pentane . 

31 

IHA 

•2-Methyl-1-penterw,  see  Hexene  . 

30 

MPN 

HEX 

•4-Methyt-1-pentene,  see  Hexene  . . 

30 

MTN 

HEX 

Methylpyridine . 

9 

MPR/MPE/MPF 

N-Meth/-2-pyrrolidor>e  . 

9 

MPY 

Methyl  salic^te  . 

34 

MES 

alpha-Meth^styrene . 

30 

MSR 

Metolachlor  . 

34 

MCO 

MinAral  spirits . 

33 

MNS. 

Molasses . 

20 

Molasses  residue  . 

0 

Moriochlorodifluoromethane  . . . 

36 

MCF 

Morpholine  . 

*7 

MPL 

Motor  fuel  antiknock  co-mpounds  containing  lead  alkyls  . 

■0 

MFA 

Myrcena  . . 

30 

MRE 

Naphtha: 

Coal  tar  solvent  . 

33 

NCT 

•Cracking  fraction  . 

*33 

Petroleum  . 

33 

PTN 

Solvent . 

33 

NSV 

Stoddard  solvent . . . 

33 

N^ 

Varnish  Makers’  and  Painters'  . 

33 

NVM 

Naphthalene . 

32 

NTM 

Naphthalene  sulfonic  acid-formaldehyde  copolymer,  sodium  salt  solution . 

0 

NFS 

Naphthalene  sulfonic  acid,  sodium  salt  solution  . 

34 

NSA 

Naphthenic  acid . 

4 

NTI 

Naphthenic  acid,  sodium  salt  solution . 

43 

NTS 

Neodecarxxc  acid  . 

4 

NEA 

Nitrating  acid  .r . 

'0 

NIA 

Nitric  ackJ  (70%  or  less)  . . . 

3 

NCO 

Nitric  acid  (greater  than  70%) . 

'0 

NAC 

Nitrobenzene . 

42 

NTB 

•o-Nitrochloroberizene,  see  Chloronitrobenzene . 

42 

CNO/CNP 

Nitmethana  . 

42 

NTE 

o-NitmphArv)i  .  , 

1.  20 

NTP 

NIP/NPH 

Nitropropane  . 

42 

NPM 

NPN/NPP 

Nitropmpane,  Nitmethane  mixturA  . 

42 

NNM 

NitrntnIiiAnA  . 

42 

NIT 

NIE/NTT/NTR 

Nonarv)  . ! . 

31 

NAX 

NAN 

Nonanoic  add . . . 

4 

NNA 

NAl/NIN 

4.Nonarv)ic,  TridAr-anoic  add  mixti.ire  . 

4 

NAT 

•Nonerte . 

30 

NOO 

NON/NNE 

•'Nonyl  acetate . 

34 

NAE 

•Non]^  alcohol . 

*20 

NNS 

NNI/NNN/DBC 

Nonyl  methacrylate . . . 

14 

NMA 
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Table  I— Alphabetical  Ust  of  Cargoes— Continued 


Chemical  name 


Nonyl  phenol 

•Nonyf  phenol  (ethoxylalBd) _ _ _ _ 

Nonyl  phenol  poly(4-12)oeiOKytate8 _ _ 

•Nonyl  phenol  sulfide  solution,  see  Alkyl  phenol  sulfide  (C8-C40) 

Noxious  Liquid  Substance,  aoa.  (NLS's) _ 

1-Octadecene  _ _ _ _ 

Octadecenoamide 

Octane  . 

•Octanoic  add 
40ctanol 
Octene 

♦nOctyl  acetate _ 

•Octyl  alcohol,  see  Octanol ... 

•Octyl  aldehyde 
Octyl  decyl  adipate 

Octyl  epoxytaNate  . . . . 

•0(^  nitrate,  see  Alkyl(C7-C9)  nitrates 

Octyl  phenol _ _ _ 

OH,  edible; 

•Babassu . . . . . 

■fBeechnut _ _ _ _ 

•Castor . 

•Cocoa  butter 

•Coconut . 

•fCod  liver 
•Com 

•Cottonseed 
•Fish 

4-Grapeseed  . 

♦Groundnut  _ 

♦Hazelnut 
♦Larx)lin  . 

•Lard 

♦Nutmeg  butter 

•Olive _ 

•Palm 

•Palm  kernel  .« 

•PearHJt 

♦Poppy . . 

♦Poppy  seed  . 

♦Raisin  seed 
•Rapeseed  .. 

•Rice  bran ... 

•Safflower  ... 

♦Salad . 

♦Sesame 
•Soya  bean 
•Sunflower  seed 
•Tucum 
•Vegetable 
♦Walnut .... 

OH.  fuel: 

No.  1 

No.  1-0 . . 

No.  2  . . 

No.  2-0  _ 

No.  4 _ 

No.  5  . _.... 

No.  6 _ 

OH,  misc; 

Absorptkm _ 

Aliphatic _ 

♦Animal . . . 

Aromatic _ 

Clarified 
Coal 

Cocorvjt  oU,  fatty  add  methyl  ester .. 

Cotton  seed  oM,  fatty  add  . . 

Crude  . . . . . 


Hearlcut  (HstHlate 


roup 

4o. 

CHRIS 

code 

Related  CHRU 
codes 

21 

NNP 

40 

NPE 

40 

NPE 

1 

AKSAIPS 

0 

30 

10 

ODO 

31  i 

OAX 

lOO/OAN 

4  i 

OAY 

OAA/EHO 

*20  i 

OCX 

lOA/OTMENX 

30l 

OTX 

OTE 

34  i 

OAF 

OAE 

*20  1 

OCX 

lOA/OTA 

19 

OAL 

lOOOLXfEHA 

34  1 

OOA 

34 

OET 

*34 

ONE  1 

AKN 

21 

34 

OBB 

VEO 

34 

OBN 

VEO 

34 

OCA 

VEO 

34 

0C8 

VEO 

*34 

OCC 

VEO 

34 

OCL 

AFN 

34 

OCO 

VEO 

34 

OCS 

VEO 

*34 

OFS 

AFN 

34 

VEO 

34 

OGN 

VEO 

34 

OHN 

VEO 

34 

oa 

AFN 

34 

OLO 

AFN 

34 

ONB 

VEO 

34 

OOL 

VEO 

*34 

OPM 

VEO 

34 

OPO 

VEO 

34 

OPN 

VEO 

34 

OPY 

VEO 

34 

VEO 

34 

ORA 

VEO 

34 

ORP 

VEO 

34 

ORB 

VEO 

34 

OSF 

VEO 

34 

OSL 

VEO 

34 

OSS 

VEO 

34 

OS8 

VEO 

34 

OSN 

VEO 

34 

OTC 

VEO 

34 

OVQ 

VEO 

34 

OWN 

VEO 

33 

OON 

33 

OOO 

33 

OTW 

33 

OTO 

33 

OFH 

33 

OFV 

33 

OSX 

33 

OAS 

33 

34 

OMA 

AFN 

33 

33 

OCF 

33 

34 

OCM 

34 

CFY 

33 

OM. 

33 

OOS 

33 

i 
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Table  I— Alphabetical  List  of  Cargoes— Continued 


♦Lanolin  . . . . . . . 

Linseed  . . . . . . . . 

Lubricating  . . . . . . . . . . . , _ _ _ _ _ 

Mineral . . . . . ^ _ _ 

MinerEil  seal  . . . . . . . . . . 

Motor . . . . . .................... _ .... _ 

•Neatsfoot . . ................... _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Ortidca . . . . . . . . . ......... ..... 

Palm  oil,  fatty  add  methyl  ester . . . . . . . 

Perretrating  . . . . .... _ _ _ _ _ 

♦Perilla . . .......... _ _ _ _ 

♦Pilchard . . . . . . ...................... _ . 

Pine . . . . . . . 

Rar^ge  . . . . . . . . . ... _ _ 

Residual . . . . .......... _ _ _ ..... _ 

Resin . . . . . _ ..... . . . . 

Resinous  petroleum . . . . . . . 

Road  . . . . ......... . . . . . 

Rosin . . . . . . 

Seal . . . ...» . . . . ... 

Soapstock . . . . . . .... 

Soybean  (epoxidized) . . . . . . . . . . . 

•Sperm . . . . . . . . . . .... _ 

Spindle . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Tall,  fatty  add  _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Tanner’s . . . . . . .... . . . 

Transformer  . . . . . . ..... _ ... _ 

Tung . — _ _ 

Turbine _ _ _ _ _ _ 

White  (mineral)  . . . . . . ................ 

♦Olelln/Alkyl  ester  copotymer  (molecular  weight  2000^) _ _ _ 

Olefin  mixtures . . . . . . . . . 

alpha-defins  (C6-C18)  mbdures  . . 

•Olefins  (C13^) . . . . . . 

Oleic  add _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ... 

Oleum  . — ...... . . . ... 

♦Oleylamine . . . . . . . . 

Oxyalkylated  alkyl  phenol  formaldehyde . . . . . 

•Palm  kernel  OH,  fartty  add,  see  Palm  kernel  acid  oil . 

♦Palm  kernel  add  oil . . . . . . 

•Palm  kerrtel  ofi,  fatty  add  methyl  ester,  see  Palm  kernel  acid  olL  methyl  ester 

♦Palm  kerr)el  add  oil,  methyl  ester  . . . 

Palm  stearin . . . . . . . . 

•n-Paraffins  (C10-C20),  see  n-Alkanes  (CIO^) . . 

Paraldehyde . . . . . . . . 

Pentachioroethane . . . . . . . . 

•Pentadecanol,  see  Alcohols  (C13^)  . . . . . . 

1,3'Pentadiene . . . . . . . . . . 

♦Pentaethylenehexamlne  . . . . . 

Pentaethylenehexamine,  Tetraethylenepentamine  mixture  . . . 

Pentane . . . . . . . . . . . 

♦Pentanoic  add . . . . . 

Pentane . . . . . . . 

Penter>e,  Miscellaneous  hydtxicarbon  mixture  . . . . . 

3-Pentenenltriie . . . . . 

Pentyl  aldehyde  . . . 

♦n-Perrtyl  propkx^ate . . . . . 

Perchloroeth^ene . . . . . 

Petrolatum . . . . . . . . 

Pherwl . . . 

l-PhenyH-xylyl  ethane . . 

Phosphoric  add  - . . . . . 

Phosphorus . . . . . . . . . 

Phthalic  anhydride . . . . . . . . 

♦alpha-Pirrene  . . . . . . . . . . 

♦beta-Plneno . . . . . . . . . 

•Pinene . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

•Pine  oil  . . . . . . . . . 

Polyalkenyl  sucdnic  anhydride  amine . . . . . . . . 


Group 

No. 

CHRIS 

code 

Related  CHRIS 
codes 

34 

oa 

AFN 

33 

OLS 

33 

OLB 

33 

OMN 

33 

QMS 

33 

OMT 

33 

ONF 

AFN 

34 

OOl 

34 

OPE 

33 

OPT 

34 

OPR 

34 

OPL 

AFN 

33 

OPI 

33 

33 

ORG 

33 

33 

ORS 

33 

ORO 

33 

34 

ORN 

34 

OIS 

40 

EVO 

33 

OSP 

AFN 

33 

OSO 

33 

OSY 

34 

OTL 

*34 

TOF 

33 

OTN 

33 

OTF 

34 

OTG 

33 

33 

0TB 

34 

OCP 

30 

OFXOFY 

30 

30 

0AM 

34 

OLA 

•.»o 

OLM 

10 

33 

OLY 

PNO 

PNF 

34 

PMS 

31 

PFN 

10 

POH 

38 

PCE 

20 

PDC 

ALV 

30 

POE 

PON 

7 

PEN 

7 

PEP 

31 

PTY 

IPT/PTA 

4 

POC 

30 

*30 

PTX 

PTE 

37 

PNT 

34 

PPE 

36 

PER 

33 

PTL 

21 

PHN 

32 

PXE 

1 

PAC 

PPWfPPRfPPB 

11 

PAN 

30 

PIO 

30 

PIP 

30 

PIN  j 

PKMPIP 

33 

33 

POL 

OPI 
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Table  I— Alphabetical  List  of  Cargoes— Continued 


Chemical  name 

CHRIS 

code 

Related  CHRIS 
codes 

Polyalkyl(C18-C22)  acrylate  In  Xylene  . 

^PnJyalk^  mathacrytata  (C1-C20)  . 

14 

14 

PIX 

PMT 

^.Pnlyalk^Arwi  gty^v^  hiit^  ether,  see  Poly(2-a)allcylene  glycol  monoalkyl(C1-C6)  ether . 

40 

PGB 

PAG 

♦Poly(2-e)alk^e*ne  glycol  morx)alkyl(C1-^)  ether . ’ . 

4.Pniy(2-a)ailcylene  glycol  mnnftalky|(C1-C6)  ether  acetate . 

40 

34 

PAG 

PAF 

Polyalkylerte  ^ycols,  Polyaikylerte  glycol  monoalkyl  ethers  mixtures . 

40 

PPX 

Polyalk^ene  oxide  polyol  . - . 

20 

PAG 

Polybut£KJiene,  hydrox^  terminated  . . . 

20 

Polybutene . 

30 

PLB 

4'Poiy(24')cyciic  aromatics  . 

32 

PCA 

PolydimAthyisilnyenA  . 

34 

♦Pdyether  (molecular  weight  2000+) . 

Polyethylene  glycol . 

41 

40 

PYR 

Polyethylene  glycol  dimethyl  ether . 

40 

+Polyethyler)e  glycol  morK)alkyt  ether,  see  Poly(2-8)alkyiene  glycol  monoalkyl(C1-C6)  ether . 

40 

PEE 

PAG 

Polyethylene  glycol  mortoaikyl  ether  . 

40 

PEE 

Polyethylene  poiyamines . 

^7 

PEB 

Pol^Airir  sulfata  solution  . 

34 

PSS 

+Polyglycerine,  Sodium  salts  solution  (containing  less  than  3%  Sodium  hydroxide) . 

*20 

PGT 

Polyglycerol . 

20 

GCR 

+Poly(4+)isobutylene  . 

30 

Polymethylene  polyphenyl  isocyartate . 

12 

PPI 

PolymethyisHoyane  . . . 

34 

♦Polyolefin  (moiecuiar  weight  300+)  . 

30 

♦Polyolefin  amide  alkeneamirte  (C28+) . 

7 

POD 

♦Polyolefin  amide  alkerteamirte  borate  (C28-C250) . 

34 

PAB 

♦Polyolefin  amide  alkerteamirte  molybdenum  oxysulfide . 

7 

♦Polyolefln  amide  alkerteamine  polyol  . 

7 

PAP 

4.PniyolAfinAmirM  in  Alkyl(C2-C4)hAn7AnAS  . . 

7 

POF 

♦Polyolefin  anhydride  . 

11 

PAR 

4-PniynlAfin  nstar  (C2a-C9S0)  . . . 

34 

POS 

♦Polyolefin  pherx)iic  amirte  (C2&-C250) . . . 

7 

PPH 

♦Polyolefin  phosphorosulfide,  barium  derivative  (C28-C250)  . . . 

34 

PPS 

Poly(20)oxyethylW)e  sorbitan  morx)oleate  . 

34 

PSM 

Pol^ropylene  . 

30 

PLP 

4^P^(S+)propylana . 

30 

Pnlyprrtp^ana  giycnl  . 

40 

PGC 

Polypropylene  glycol  methyl  ether . 

40 

PGM 

•Polysiloxarte  . . . 

34 

DMP 

♦Potassiurn  chlorfde  solution . 

43 

PCS 

(DRB) 

CPS 

Potassium  hydroxide  solution  . , 

25 

Potassium  oiaata  . 

34 

POE 

♦Potassium  thiTMiilfate  solution  . 

0 

PTF 

Propane  . 

31 

PRP 

♦Propanil,  Mesityl  oxide,  Isophorane  mixture  . 

7 

PMI 

Propanolamirte  ^ . | 

8 

PAX 

MPA/PLA 

Propionaldehyde  . . 

19 

PAD 

Propionic  acid  . , .  . 

4 

PNA 

FTopionic  anhydride  .  .  . . 

11 

PAH 

Propionitrile  .  . ■ . 

37 

PCN 

♦n-Propoxypropanoi,  see  Propylene  glycol  moivmlkyl  ether  .  . 

PGE 

rvPropoxyproparxil . * . . * . .  .  ,  . 

40 

PXP 

Propyl  ac^te . 

34 

lAC/PAT 

Propyl  alcohol  . . . . . . . 

*20 

IPA/PAL 

Propylamine . . . . . 

7 

IPP/PRA/lPO 

Propylberuene . . . 

32 

PBZ 

♦n-P^yi  chlorida .  .  . 

36 

PRC 

iso-Propiyicyciohexana  . 

31 

IPX 

Propylene . . . 

30 

PPL 

Propylene-butylane  copolymer  .  . 

30 

PBP 

Propylene  (finter . . . . . . . 

30 

PDR 

Propylene  glycol  . . . 

*20 

PPG 

♦Propylene  glycol  methyl  ether  acetate  . 

34 

PGN 

♦Propylene  glycol  rt-butyl  ether,  see  Propylene  glycol  irxmoalkyl  ether  . 

40 

PGD 

PGE 

•Propylene  glycol  ethyl  ether,  see  Propylene  giy^  monoallcyl  ether . 

40 

PGY 

PGE 

•Propylene  glycol  methyl  athw,  see  Propylene  glycol  monoallcyl  ether . 

40 

PME 

PGE 

Propylene  giyosi  monoalkyl  ettiar . '..r. . ’  * . *  . 

40 

PGE 

PME/PGY 

♦Propylene  glycol  phenyl  ether  . . . 

40 

PGP 

♦Propylene  gtyxxrl  propyl  ether,  see  Propylarra  ^ycxil  monoelkyl  ether  .  . 

40 

PGE 

Propylene  oxi^  _ !.* . . . . . ! . 

16 

POX 

Propylene  tetramer . . . . 

30 

PTT 

* 
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Table  I— Alphabetical  List  of  Cargoes— Continued 


Chemical  name 

Group 

No. 

CHRIS 

code 

Related  CHRIS 
codes 

Propyls 

30 

PTR 

41 

IPE/PRE 

•Pseudocumene,  see  Trknelhytbenzene - - - - - 

32 

9 

PRO 

TME/TRF 

Rosin  soap  (disproportionated)  solution . . . — . . 

•Rum  see  Alcoholic  beveiagea  . . . . . . 

9 

33 

43 

20 

PRB 

ORN 

RSP 

19 

SAL 

Sew^e  sludge  . . . — . . 

♦Sodium  acetate,  Glycol,  Water  mixture  (rxrt  containing  Sodium  hydroxide)  . . . . . . 

im  ATAtaln  filyml  Waler  mixtura  (mntatning  Sodium  hydroxide) . . . 

43 

»34 

s 

SAG 

SAP 

SAP 

SAG 

Sodium  acetate  solution  . . . . . . . 

34 

SAN 

Sodium  alkyl  sulfonate  solution . . . . . . . 

43 

SSU 

5 

SAU 

34 

SBN 

Soduim  bomhydride  Sodium  hydroxide  sniution  . . . 

5 

SBX 

SBH/SBt 

Sodium  cartx)rate  sotutkxis . . . . - . 

Sodium  chlorate  solution  . . . . 

cyanide  solutino  . 

5 

1.  IQ 

5 

SCE 

SOO 

SCS 

SOC 

SCN 

Sodium  dichromate  solution  . . . . - 

Sodium  dimethyl  napihthalena  sulfonate  solution  . 

I.  Jg 
*34 

SOL 

SCR 

ONS 

•Sodium  hydrogen  eiiHida,  Sodium  carhonate  soliitlon  . 

*0 

SSS 

Sodium  hydrogen  sulfite  solution  . . . - . 

43 

SHX 

*5 

SHR 

Sortiiim  hydrnsiiHidA,  Ammonium  Sulfide  solution . . . . 

*5 

SSA 

*5 

CSS 

Sodium  hypochlortte  solution  . . . . . . . . - . 

^Sodium  long  chain  alkyl  salirylata  (ClS-i-)  . 

S 

34 

SHP 

SLS 

SHC 

Sodium  ^jnerraptohenyothlayoi  sokltion  . . . 

5 

SMB 

34 

SNS 

5 

SNI 

SNT 

*43 

Sodiiim  cait  nf  Ferric  hydroxyethyiethyler»adtominetTlacetlC  ackf  sok<tiOo  . 

43 

STA 

FHX 

*43 

SSN 

SSC 

Sodium  siiMirle  Hydmsulfide  solution . . . . . 

•*0 

SSH/SSt/SSJ 

^Srwiiiim  sulfide  si^itirwi  . 

43 

SOR 

43 

SUP 

SUS 

43 

STM 

Sodium  thiocyanate  solution . . . 

i.ig 

STS 

SCY 

SBT  ■ 

•.Stearic  add  .see  Fatty  add*  (aatiirated,  CIS^) . . . . . . . . 

SRA 

FAO 

•fSteaiyl  alcohol . . . . . . . - . . . 

Sulfolane  . . . 

STY 

SFL 

STX 

SFO 

-t-SuMohydrocerhon  lortg  chain  (Cl  84-)  alkylamlna  mhctum  . 

7 

SFX 

»43 

•0 

SXX 

*2 

SFA 

Sulfuric  add  spent  . . . . . . . 

2 

SAC 

♦Tall  oil  fatty  add^  harium  salt  . . . 

34 

0 

OTL 

TOB 

Tall  oil  soap  (disprr^wtionated)  solutirtn . . . 

43 

TOS 

*34 

TLO 

Tallow  fatty  add  . . . . . . 

*34 

TFO 

•Tallow  fatty  alcohrJ  sea  Alnohola  (C13^)  . . . 

20 

TFA 

ALY 

37 

1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane . . . . 

36 

20 

TEC 

TTN 

ALY 

•Tetradecene,  see  fhe  oltiSns  antres  . 

30 

TTO 

Tetradecyihenzene  . . . . . . 

32 

TOB 

AKB 

40 

TTG 

7 

TTP 

Tetrahydmfuran  . . . . . . . . . . 

41 

THF 

Tatrahyrfronaphthalerte  . . . . 

32 

THN 

•1  9  .S  .S.TetramAth^hen7ane  ^e  Tetramethyibenzene  . . . . . . 

32 

TTB 

32 

TTC 

TTB 

43 

2 

EOS 

TTT 

32 

TOL 
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Table  I— Alphabetical  List  of  Cargoes— Continued 


Chemical  name 

Group 

No. 

CHRIS 

code 

Toluene(Samine  . 

9 

TDA 

Tohtene  rfUartryanate  . 

12 

TDI 

(vTaiukfine  . . . . 

9 

TLI 

•Triaryiphoephate,  see  Trllsopropylated  phenyl  phosphates . 

34 

TPL 

34 

1  9,4-Trirhlrwnhflnzena  . 

36 

TCB 

1,1,1.TfinhlmrMlhane . 

*36 

TCE 

1,1,2-Trirhlrtnvtlhana . . . 

36 

TCM 

Xrirt^vnathylane  . 

*36 

TCL 

1,2,3-Trirhlnmpfnpana . . . . 

36 

TCN 

1  1  P.THf^iInrrwl  9,9JrMii<vrMlhjina . . 

36 

TTF 

Tricresyl  phosphate  . 

34 

Tccvrcp 

n.AllranM  ^C10«)  . 

31 

TRD  - 

-fTridecanoic  add . 

34 

•TririAnaivJ  .«a«  Alcohols  (C13.») . 

20 

TON 

ALY 

•Tridecene,  see  Olefins  (C134') . 

30 

TDC 

4>Tridac^  uTAhita  . 

34 

TAE 

Tridecylbenzene . 

32 

TRB 

AKB 

Triethanolamine  . . . 

*8 

TEA 

Triethylamine  . 

7 

TEN 

Trieth^benzene  . 

32 

TEB 

Triethylene  glycol . 

40 

TEG 

TriathylAnA  glycol  butyl  athar . 

40 

Triaibylana  glycol  but^  athar  mixtura . 

40 

Triethytene  glycol  dl-(2*ethyllHityrate) . 

34 

TGD 

Triethyiene  glycol  ether  mixture . 

40 

•Triathylane  glycol  ethyl  athar,  see  Poly(2-8)alkylana  glycol  monoaikyl(C1-C6)  ether . 

40 

TGE 

PAQ 

-t-Triaihyiana  glycol  methyl  athar,  see  Poly(2-^)alkylena  glycol  monoalk^(C1-C6)  ether  . 

40 

TGY 

PAG 

Triethylenetetramine  . 

*7 

TET 

Triethyl  phosphate  . . . 

34 

TPS 

Triethyl  phosphite  . 

*34 

TPI 

+Tri1luralin  In  Xylerte . . . 

18 

TFX 

Triisobutylene . . . . . 

30 

TIB 

Triisooctyl  trimeliitate  . 

34 

Trii<«r^>mpAnolAmirM  . . . 

8 

TIP 

TriisopropcMiolamine  salt  of  2,4*Dlchlorophenoxyacotic  add  solution . 

43 

DTI 

■f Trllsopropylated  phenyl  pho^hates . 

34 

TPL 

Trimethylacetic  a^ . . . . . * . 

4 

TAA 

■fTrimethylamirte  solution . 

7 

TMT 

Trimethylbanzena  . . . 

32 

TRE 

TME/TMBH’MD 

Trimethylhexamethylenediamir>e  (2,2,4-  and  2,4,4-) . 

7 

THA 

Trimethylhexamethylene  diisocyanate  (2,2,4-  and  2,4,4-)  . . . 

12 

THI 

Trimethylol  propane  polyethox^te . 

20 

TPR 

•2^,4~Tiifneth^  pentanediol-1,3-dUsobutyrate,  see  2,2,4-TrlmethyM,3-pentanediol  diisobutyrate . 

•»-2,2,4-Trimeth^1,3-pentar>edioi  diisobut^ate  . ^ . . 

2.2.4- Trimethyl-1,^pentanediol-1 -isobutyrate . 

2.2.4- Trimethyl-3-pentanol-1 -isobutyrate . 

Trimethyl  phosphite  . 

34 

34 

34 

*34 

TMP 

TPP 

•t-Triphenylborai^  ,  Caustic  soda  solution . 

•Tripropyiene,  see  Propylene  trimer  . 

5 

30 

TPB 

PTR 

Tripropyiene  glycol . 

40 

TGC 

•Tripropylene  glycol  methyl  ether,  see  Poly(2-8)all(ylene  glycol  monoalkyl(C1-C6)  ether  . 

40 

TGM 

PAG 

Trisodium  nitrilotriacetate . 

34 

'fTrisodium  phosphate  solution . 

5 

TSP 

Trixylenyt  phosphate . 

34 

TRP 

Turpentine . . . 

30 

TPT 

UrxlecarK)ic  acid  . . . 

4 

UOA 

Undecand . . . 

20 

UNO 

Urxlecene . 

30 

UDC 

Undecyl  alcohol  . . . 

20 

UND 

Urxlecyibenzene  . 

32 

UDB 

AKB 

Urea,  Ammonium  mono-  and  di-hydrogen  phosphate.  Potassium  chloride  solution . 

0 

UPX 

Urea,  Ammonium  nitrate  solution  (containing  Ammonia) . 

6 

UAS 

•Urea,  Ammonium  nitrate  solution  (not  containir>g  Amnionia) . 

43 

UAT 

ANU 

Urea,  AmrrKinium  phosphate  solution  . . . .7. . 

43 

UAP 

Vaieraidehyde . . . . . 

19 

IVA/VALVAK 

Vanillin  black  liquor  . . 

5 

VBL 

Wegetable  add  oils  and  distillates,  n.o.s . 

34 

VAO 

••■Vegetable  oils,  n.o.s . . . . 

34 

VEO 

Vegetable  protein  aduMon  . , . . 

43 

Vlri^  acetate  . 

13 

VAM 
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Table  I— Alphabetical  List  of  Cargoes— Continued 


Chemical  name 

Group 

No. 

CHRIS 

code 

Related  CHRIS 
codes 

Vinyl  acetate-Fumarate  copolymer . 

34 

Vin^  chloride  . . . . 

35 

VCM 

Vin^  ethyl  ether . 

13 

VEE 

Vin^idene  chloride . 

35 

va 

Vin^  neodecanate  . . . i . 

13 

VND 

VNT 

Vinyttoluene  . 

13 

Waxes: . 

WAX 

WCA 

Camauba . 

34 

Paraffin  . 

31 

WPF 

White  spirit  (low  (15-20%)  aromatic)  . 

33 

WSL 

WSP 

XLM/XLO/XLP 

Xylene . . . 

32 

XLX 

XYL 

Xylenols  . . . . 

21 

+2rinc  alkaryl  dithiophosphate  (C7-C16)  . 

34 

ZAD 

+ZirK  alkyl  dithiophosphate  (C3-C14)  . 

34 

ZAP 

Zinc  bromide.  Calcium  bromida  solution,  see  Drilling  brine  (containing  Zinc  salts)  . . 

43 

DZB 

denotes  newly  added  products. 

Items  with  a  bullet  (•)  or  in  boldface  are  changes  per  CGD  92*100. 


'  Because  of  very  high  reactivity  or  unusuai  conditions  of  carriage  or  potential  compatibility  problems,  this  product  is  not  assigned  to  a  specific 
group  in  the  Compatibility  Chart.  For  additional  compatibility  information,  contact  Commandant  (G-MTH),  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  2100  Second  Street, 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20593-0001.  Telephone  (202)  267-1577. 

^See  Appendix  I — Exceptions  to  the  Chart. 


***** 

16.  In  Table  II,  add  the  following  new 
entries  in  the  designated  Compatibility 
Groups,  in  chemically  proper 
alphabetized  order: 

Table  II — Grouping  of  Cargoes 
***** 

0.  Unassigned  Cargoes 
Decyloxytetrahydro-thiophene  dioxide 
Dodecyl  hydroxypropyl  sulhde 
Lactic  acid 

Long  chain  alkaryl  sulfonic  acid  (C16-C60) 
Potassium  thiosulfate  solution 
Tall  oil  fatty  acid,  barium  salt 

1.  Non-Oxidizing  Mineral  Acids 
Fluorosilicic  acid 

4.  Organic  Acids 
Citric  acid 
Glyoxylic  acid 

Nonanoic,  Tridecanoic  acid  mixture 
Pentanoic  acid 

5.  Caustics 
Cresylic  acid  tar 

j  Sodium  acetate,  Glycol,  Water  mixture 
(containing  Sodium  hydroxide) 
Triphenylborane  ,  Caustic  soda  solution 
Trisodium  phosphate  solution 

7.  Aliphatic  Amines 

Calcium  long  chain  phenolic  amine  (C8- 
C40) 

Diphenylamine,  reaction  product  with 
2 ,2 ,4-Trimethy  Ipentene 
Diphenylamines,  alkylated 
Dr^ecyldimethylamine, 
Tetradecyldimethylamine  mixture 
Long  chain  polyetheramine  in  alkyl(C2* 
C4)benzenes 
Oleylamine 

Pentaethylenehexamine 
Polyolefin  amide  alkeneamine  (C28'f) 


Polyolefin  amide  alkeneamine 
molybdenum  oxysulfide 
Polyolefin  amide  alkeneamine  piolyoi 
Polyolefinamine  in  alkyl(C2-C4)benzenes 
Polyolefin  phenolic  amine  (C28-C250) 
Propanil,  Mesityl  oxide,  Isophorone 
mixture 

Sulfohydrocarbon,  long  chain  (Cl8-f) 
alkylamine  mixture 
Trimethylamine  solution 

10.  Amides 
AlkenyUCl  1  'f  )amide 

11.  Organic  Anhydrides 
Alkenylsuccinic  anhydride 
Polyolefin  anhydride 

14.  Acrylates 

Methacrylic  resin  in  Ethylene  dichloride 
Polyalkyl  methacrylate  (C1-C20) 

18.  Ketones 
Methyl  propyl  ketone 
Trifluralin  in  Xylene 

20.  Alcohols,  Gylcols 
Cetyl-Stearyl  alcohol 

Glycerine,  Dioxanedimethanol  mixture 
Hexamethylene  glycol 
Octanol  * 

Polyglycerine,  Sodium  salts  solution 
(containing  less  than  3%  Sodium 
hydroxide)  * 

Stearyl  alcohol 

21.  Phenols,  Cresols 

Cresylic  acid,  dephenolized 

Long  chain  alkylphenate/Phenol  sulfide 

30.  Olefins 

Aryl  polyolefin  (C11-C50) 

Ethylene-Propylene  copolymer 

Latex  (ammonia  (1%  or  less)  inhibited) 

alpha-Pinene 

beta-Pinene 

Poly(4+)isobutylene 

Polyolefin  (molecular  weight  300-f) 


Poly(5+)propylene 

31.  Paraffins 
Alkanes  (C6-C9) 

iso-  &  cyclo-Allunes  (ClO-Cll) 

Ethyl  cyclohexane 

32.  Aromatic  Hydrocarbons 
Alkyl(C3-C4)benzenes 
Alkyl(C5-C8)benzenes 
Alkyl(C9-»-)benzene8 
Alkylbenzene/-indane/-indene  mixture 

(C12-C17  total  carbon) 

Dodecyl  xylene 
Poly(2+)cyclic  aromatics 

33.  Miscellaneous  Hydrocarbon  Mixtures 
Alachlor  technical 

Alkyl  dithiothiadiazole  (C6-C24) 
Sulfohydrocarbon  (C3-C88) 

34.  Esters 

Alkane  (C14-C17)  sulfonic  acid,  sodium 
salt  solution 

Alkyl(C8-«-)amine,  Alkenyl  (Cl2-f)  acid 
ester  mixture 

Alkyl  ester  copolymer  (C6-C18) 
Alkyl(C7-C9)  nitrates  * 

Alkyl  phenol  sulbde  (C8-C40) 

Animal  and  Fish  oils,  n.o.s. 

Animal  and  Fish  acid  oils  and  distillates, 
n.o.s. 

Barium  long  chain  alkaryl  sulfonate  (Cll- 
C50) 

Barium  long  chain  alkyl(C8-C14)phenate 
sulfide 

n-Butyl  propionate 
Calcium  alkyl(C9)phenol  sulfide, 
polyolefin  phosphorosulfide  mixture 
Calcium  long  chain  alkaryl  sulfonate  (Cll* 
C50) 

Calcium  long  chain  alkyl  phenate  (C8-C40) 
Calcium  long  chain  alkyl  phenate  sulfide 
(C8-C40) 

Calcium  long  chain  alkyl  salicylate  (Cl3-t-) 
Cobalt  naphthenate  in  solvent  naphtha 
Decyl  acetate 

'  Dibutyl  hydrogen  phosphonate 
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Magnesium  '.ong  chain  alkaryl  sulfonate 
(C11-C50) 

Magnesium  long  chain  alkyl  phenate 
sulfide  (C8<]20) 

Magnesium  long  chain  alkyl  salicylate 
(C11+) 

Nonyl  acetate 
n-Octyl  acetate 
OU,  edible: 

Beechnut 
Cocoa  butter 
Cod  liver 
Grapeseed 
Groundnut 
Hazelnut 
Lanolin 
Nutmeg  butter 
Poppy 
Poppy  seed 
Raisin  seed 
Salad 
Sesame 
Walnut 
Oil,  misc: 

Animal 

Lanolin 

Pilchard 

Perilla 

Olefin/ Alkyl  ester  copolymer  (molecular 
weight  20004-) 
n-Pentyl  propionate 

Poly(2-8)alkylene  glycol  monoalkyl(Cl-C6) 
ether  acetate 

Polyolefin  amide  alkeneamine  borate  (C28- 
C250) 

Polyolefin  ester  (C28-C250) 

Polyolefin  phosphorosulfide,  barium 
derivative  (C28-C2S0) 

Propylene  glycol  methyl  ether  acetate 
Sodium  acetate.  Glycol.  Water  mixture  (not 
containing  Sodiiun  hydroxide)  ‘ 

Sodium  long  chain  alkyl  salicylate  (Cl  34-) 
Tridecanoic  acid 
Tridecyl  acetate 

Triisopropylated  phenyl  phosphates 
Vegetable  acid  oils  and  distillates,  n.o.s. 
Vegetable  oils,  n.o.s. 

Zinc  alkaryl  dithiophosphate  (C7-C16) 

Zinc  alkyl  dithiophosphate  (C3-C14) 

36.  Halogenated  Hydrocarbons 
1 ,6-Dichl(m>hex8ne 
n-Propyl  chloride 

40.  Glycol  Ethers 
Diethylene  glycol  diethyl  ether 
Diethylene  glycol  n-hexyl  ether 
Diethylene  glycol  propyl  ether 
Dipropylene  ^ycoJ  butyl  ether 
Ethylme  gly^  hexyl  ether 
Ethylene  glycol  methyl  butyl  ether 
Ethylene  glycol  mcmoalkyl  ethers 
Hexaethylene  glycol 
Polyalkylene  glycol  butyl  ether 
Poly(2-8)alkylene  glycol  monoalkyl(Cl-C6) 
ether 


Polyethylene  glycol  monoalkyl  ether 
Propylene  glycol  n-butyl  ether 
Propylene  glycol  phenyl  ether 
Propylene  glycol  propyl  ether 
Triethylene  ^ycol  methyl  ether 

41.  Ethers 

Alkaryl  polyether  (C9-C20) 

Long  chain  alkaryl  polyether  (C11-C20) 
Polyether  (molecular  weight  2000+) 

43.  Miscellaneous  Water  Solutions 
Diethylenetriamine  pentaacetic  acid, 
pentasodium  salt  solution 
Hexamethylenediamine  adipate  solution 
Liquid  Streptomyces  solubles 
N-Methylglucamine  solution 
Potassium  chloride  solution 
Sodium  sulfide  solution 
Sodium  sulfite  solution 
Sodium  tartrates  and  mono-/di-succinate 
solution 

Sulfonated  polyacrylate  solutions^ 

***** 

Appendix  I  [Amended} 

17.  In  appendix  I  (a),  add  the  words 
‘Tsobutyl  alcohol”  in  chemically  proper 
alphabetized  order  in  the  column 
“Compatible  with”  for  the  entry 
“Caustic  potash,  50%  or  less  (5)”  in  the 
“Member  of  reactive  ^up”  column. 

18.  In  appendix  I  (^,  add  the 
following  new  entries  in  chemically 
proper  alphabetized  order  to  read  as 
follows; 

***** 

Acrylonitrile  (15)  is  not  compatible  with 
Group  5  (Gaustics). 

Alkyl(C7-G9)  nitrates  (34)  is  not  oxnpatible 
with  Group  1,  Non-oxidizing  Mineral 
Acids. 

1,4-Butylene  glycol  (20)  is  not  compatible 
with  Gaustic  soda  solution,  50%  or  less  (5). 
Gaustic  soda  solution,  50%  or  less  (5)  is  not 
compatible  with  1,4-Butylene  glycol  (20). 
Methacrylonitrile  (15)  is  not  compatible  with 
Group  5  (Gaustics). 

Polyglycerine,  Sodium  salts  solution  (20)  is 
not  compatible  with  Groups  1, 4, 11. 16, 

17. 19.  21  and  22. 

Sodium  acetate.  Glycol.  Water  mixUire  (1% 
or  less  Sodium  hydroxide)  (34)  is  not 
compatible  with  Group  12  (Isocyanates). 
Sulfonated  polyacrylate  solution  (43)  is  not 
compatible  with  Group  5  (Gaustics). 
***** 

19.  Appendix  I  (b)  is  further  revised 
as  follows: 

(a)  Remove  the  words  “Octyl  nitrates 
(all  isomers)  (34)  is  not  compatible  with 
Group  1,  Non-oxidizing  Mineral  Acids.” 
and  add.  in  their  place,  the  words 


“Octyl  nitrates  (all  isomers),  see 
Alkyl(C7-C9)  nitrates,”. 

(b)  Remove  the  entry  “Naphthas, 
cracking  fraction  (33)  is  not  compatible 
with  strong  acids,  caustics  or  oxidizing 
agents.”  in  its  entirety. 

PART  151— BARGES  CARRYING  BULK 
LIQUID  HAZARDOUS  MATERIAL 
CARGOES 

20.  The  authority  citation  for  Part  151 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority;  33  U.S.C.  1903;  46  U.S.G.  3703; 
49CFR  1.46, 

Table  151.05  [Amended] 

21.  In  Table  151.05,  remove  all 
boldfaced  tyjpe  wherever  it  may  appear 
and  add,  in  its  place,  Roman  type. 

22.  In  table  151.05,  amend  the  “Cargo 
identification/Name”  column,  as 
follows: 

(a)  For  the  entry  “Carbon  dioxide, 
liquid”,  remove  the  word  “liquid”  and 
add,  in  its  place,  the  word  “liquefied”. 

(b)  For  the  entry  “Phosphorous, 
elemental”,  remove  the  word 
“elemental”  and  add.  in  its  place,  the 
words  “white  [elemental]". 

(c)  For  the  entry  “Sodium  aluminate 
solution”,  add  “(45%  or  less)”  following 
the  word  “solution”. 

(d)  For  the  entry  “Sodium 
hypochlorite  solution  (15%  or  less)”, 
remove  “15%”  and  add,  in  its  place, 
“20%”. 

Table  151.05  [Amended] 

23.  In  table  151.05  amend  the  entry 
“Motor  fuel  anti-knock  compounds 
(containing  lead  alkyls)”  and  the  entry 
“Sodium  chlorate  solution  (50%  or 
less)”,  in  the  “Special  requirements” 
column,  by  adding  “.50-73”  in  bold 
face  type,  in  numerical  order. 

24.  In  table  151.05,  remove  the 
following  entries  in  their  entirety: 

(a)  iso-Butyraldehyde, 

(b)  n-Butyraldehyde, 

(c)  Hydrofluorosilicic  acid  (25%  or 
less), 

(d)  Octyl  nitrates  (all  isomers). 

25.  In  table  151.05,  add  the  following 
new  entries  in  chemically  proper 
alphabetized  order; 

***** 


Table  151.05— Summary  of  Minimum  Requirements 
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flSI.124  [AiiMfMtod] 

26.  In  S  151.12-5,  add  the  following 
new  entry  in  chemically  proper 
alphabetized  order  to  the  list  of  Category 
DNLSs: 


Ethylene  glycol  monoalkyl  ethers 


1151.5040  [Amended] 

27.  In  §  151.50-20ro)(l).  add  the  words 
"Fluorosilicic  Acid-50  pounds  per 
square  inch  gauge."  before  the  entry 
"Hydrochloric  Acid-50  pounds  per 
square  inch  gauge."  and  remove  the 
words  "Hydrofluorosilidc  Acid-50 
pounds  per  square  inch  gauge.”  emd 
add,  in  Uieir  place,  the  words 
"Hydrofluorosilidc  Acid,  see 
Fluorosilicic  Acid.". 

26.  In  §  151.S0-20(k),  add  the  words 
"fluorosilicic  acid  in  S  151.50-77," 
before  the  entry  "hydrochloric  acid  in 
§  151.50-22”  and  remove  the  words 
"hydrofluorosilicic  acid  in  §  151.50-77" 
and  add.  in  their  place,  the  words 
"hydrofluorosilicic  acid,  see 
fluorosilicic  acid,". 


1151.50-77  (Amended) 

29.  The  section  heading  for  §  151.50- 
77  is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

1151.50- 77  F1uoroslMclcacld(30%orleea) 
(hydrofluoroelllcie  acid). 

8151.50- 66  (Amended] 

30.  The  section  heading  for  §  151.50- 
86  is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 


§151.50-46  Alkyt(C7-C9)  nitrates. 

PART  153— SHIPS  CARRYING  BULX 
LIQUID.  UQUEFIEO  GAS.  OR 
COMPRESSED  GAS  HAZARDOUS 
MATERIALS 

31.  The  authority  citation  for  Part  153 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  46  U.S.C.  3703;  4£  CFR  1.46. 
Section  153.40  issued  under  49  U.S.Q  1804. 
Sections  153.470  through  153.491, 153.1100 
through  153.1132,  and  153.1600  through 
153.1608  also  issued  under  33  U.S.C.  1903 
(b). 

Part  153 — [Amended} 

32.  In  part  153,  remove  "(G-MSC)" 
wherever  it  appears  and  add  in  its  place, 
"(MSC)". 

33.  In  §  153.0,  paragraphs  (b)(1)  and 
(b)(3)  through  (b)(6)  are  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 


f  153.0  Availability  of  materials. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)*  *  * 

(1)  IMO  Secretariat,  Publications 
section,  4  Albert  Embankment,  London 
SEl  7SR,  United  Kingdom,  Telex  23588; 

(2) *  •  * 

(3)  Baker,  Lyman  &  Company.  3220 
South  I-IO  Service  Road.  Metairie,  LA 
70001. 

(4)  UNZ  &  Company,  190  Baldwin 
Avenue,  Jersey  City,  NJ  07306. 

(5)  Southwest  Instrument  Company, 
235  West  7th  Street,  San  Pedro,  CA 
90731. 

(6)  Marine  Education  Textbooks.  124 
North  Van  Avenue.  Houma.  LA  70363- 
5895. 

§153.9  (Amended] 

34.  In  §  153.9(a).  footnote  2  is 
removed. 

§153.560  (Amended] 

35.  The  section  heading  to  §  153.560 
is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  153.60  Special  requirements  for 
Alkyt<C7-C9)  nitrates. 

Table  1 — [Revised] 

36.  Table  1  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 


Table  1— Summary  of  Minimum  Requirements 


Acetic  add . 

Acetic  anhydride  _ _ 

Acetone  cyanohydthi 


Acetor>itrile . |  III 

Acrylamide  solution  (S08L  or  less) .... 


•Acr^  add 


Acrytonitrie  _ _  B 


Adiponitrlle . . .  . . .  D 

■fAlachlor  technical  (90%  or  more) ...  B 

Alcohol(C6-Cl7)(secondary)  poly(3- 
6)ethoxylate8. 


Vent 

hel(^t 

Vent 

e. 

f. 

4m 

PV  ...... 

4m 

PV  . 

B/3 

PV  . 

B/3 

PV  . 

NR 

Open  ... 

4m 

PV  . 

Bn 

PV  . 

4m 

PV  . 

NR 

Open  ... 

NR 

Open  ... 

Special  requirements 
sySSn  ^  ^ 


438(a),  .527,  .554  .... 
438(a),  .526,  .527, 
.554. 

.238(a).  419.  436. 
.408,  .525,  .526, 
.527,  .912(a)(2), 
.933,  .1002,  .1004, 
.1020,  .1035. 

.525,  .526,  .1020  . 

.406,  .525(a),  (c).  (d). 
(e).  412(aK1). 
.1002(a).  .1004. 
.1020. 

.238(a).  .526, 
.912(aK1).  433. 
.1002(a).  .1004. 
.236(a).  (c).  (d).  416, 
.408,  .525,  .526, 
.527,  .912(a)(1), 
.1004,  .1020. 

.526  . . 

438(a).  .409,  .440, 
.488,  .908(a).(b). 
.409  . . . . . 


29920 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  58,  No.  98  /  Monday,  May  24,  1993  /  Proposed  Rules 


Table  1— Summary  of  Minimum  Requirements— Continued 


Cargo  rtame 

IMO 
Anr>ex  II 
pollution 
category 

Haz. 

Cargo 

contairv 

ment 

system 

Vent 

height 

Vent 

Gauge 

Fire  pro¬ 
tection 
system 

Spedal  requirements 
in  46  CFR  Part  153 

Elec¬ 

trical 

hazard 

dass 

and 

group 

a. 

b. 

c. 

d. 

e. 

f. 

9- 

h. 

i. 

J. 

Alcohol(C6-C17X8ecorxjary)  poly(7- 
12)^thoxylate8. 

•Alcohol<C12-C15)  poiy(1- 

3)ethoxylata8,  see  Alcohoi(C12- 
C1S)  p^1-6)athoxyiates. 

•Alcohol(C12-C15)  poly(3- 

11)ethoxylate8,  see  Alcohol(C12- 
C15)  poly(1-6)  or  polyC7- 

19)othoxylataa. 

B 

P 

Ill 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

1 

.409,  .440,  .908(a), 

(b). 

NA 

+Alcohol(C12-C15)  po»y(1- 

6)etf)oxylates. 

A 

P 

II 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

.409  . 

NA 

-t-Alcohol(C12-C15)  poly(7- 

l9)ethoxylates. 

B 

P 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

B 

.409,  .908(a)  . 

NA 

+Alcohol(C12-C15) 

poly(204-)athoxyiates. 

C 

P 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

B 

None  . 

NA 

■f  Alkane8(C6-C9)  (a/f  Isomers)  . 

(C) 

P 

III 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

.409  . 

l-D 

■fAIHane<C14-C17)  sulfonk:  ai^,  so¬ 
dium  salt  solution  (65%  or  less). 

B 

P 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

No 

.440,  .908(a)  . 

NA 

■•■Alkaryl  polyether  (Ce-C20)  . 

B 

P 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.409;  (.440,  .903, 
.908(a)) 

NA 

Alkyt  acrytate-Vinyl  pyridine  copoly¬ 
mer  in  Toluene. 

C 

P 

III 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

.409  . 

NA 

■fAlkyi(C3-C4)benzer>e8  {at  Iso¬ 
mer^. 

H 

P 

III 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

.409  . 

l-D 

'»'Alkyl(C5-C8)benzenes  {at  Iso¬ 
mers). 

H 

P 

II 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.409  . 

l-D 

•»’Alkylbmena/-irxlaneMrxler)e  mix¬ 
ture  (C12-C17  total  cartx>n). 

P 

II 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.409  . 

NA 

Alkyiberuenesulfonic  add  (greater 
than  4%). 

S/P 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A,  B 

.440,  .908(a)  . 

NA 

Alkylberuenesulfonic  add,  sodium 
salt  solution. 

■ 

P 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

NSR 

.440,  .903,  .908(a), 

(b). 

NA 

+AlkyKC7-C9)  nitrates  . . 

S/P 

II 

NR 

Open  ... 
PV  . 

Open  ... 
Closed  . 

A.B 

A 

.409,  .560,  .1002 

NA 

Allyi  alcohol . . 

B 

S/P 

■ 

B/3 

.316,  .408’  .525, 

.526,  .527,  .933,  • 
.1020. 

l-C 

AHyl  chloride  . 

B 

S/P 

■ 

B/3 

PV  . 

Closed  . 

A 

.316,  .408,  .525, 

.526,  .527,  .1020. 

l-D 

AkjmiTHjm  chloride  (30%  or  less). 
Hydrochloric  add  (20%  or  less) 
solution. 

■ 

S 

III 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

NSR 

.252,  .526,  .527, 

.554,  .557,  .933, 
.1045,  .1052. 

l-B 

2-(2-Amirx>ethoxy)  ethartol  . 

S 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A.  C,  D 

236(b),  (c),  .409  . 

NA 

AmirxMthylethanoiamirte  . 

S 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.236(a),  (b),  (c),  (g)  ... 

NA 

N-AmlrK>ethylpiperazir>e . 

s 

III 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

.236(b),  (c),  .409, 

.526. 

l-C 

2-Amino-2-methyl-1 -propanol  (90% 
or  less). 

Ammonia  aqueous  (28%  or  less), 
see  Ammonium  hydroxide  (28% 
or  iess  NH  3). 

D 

s 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.236(a),  (b),  (c),  (g)  ... 

l-D 

Ammonium  hydroxide  (28%  or  less 
NH,). 

C 

s/p 

III 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

2A,  B,  C 

.236(b),  (c),  (f),  .526, 
.527. 

l-D 

Ammorrium  nitrate  solution  (greater 
than  45%  end  less  than  93%). 

D 

s 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

NSR 

238(d),  252,  .336, 
.409,  .554(a),  (b). 

NA 

•Arrwnonium  sulfide  solution  (45%  or 
less). 

B 

s/p 

■ 

B/3 

PV  . 

Closed  . 

A.  C 

.236(a),  (b),  (c).  (g), 
.316,  .408,  .525, 
.526,  .527,  .933, 
.1002,  .1020. 

l-D 

Ammonium  thiocyanate  (25%  or 
less),  Atrsnonium  thiosulfate  (20% 
or  less)  solution. 

C 

p 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

NSR. 

None  . . . . 

NA. 

Ammonium  thiosulfate  solution  (60% 
or  lass). 

C 

p 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

NSR 

.440,  .908(b)  . 

NA 

Federal  Register  /  Vol.  58,  No.  98  /  Monday,  May  24,  1993  /  Proposed  Rules 


29921 


Table  1— Summary  of  Minimum  Requirements— Continued 


Cargo  name 

IMO 
Annex  II 
pollution 
category 

Haz. 

Cargo 

contain¬ 

ment 

system 

Vent 

height 

Vent 

Gauge 

Fire  pro¬ 
tection 
system 

Special  requirements 
in  46  CFR  Part  153 

Elec¬ 

trical 

hazard 

class 

and 

group 

a. 

b. 

c. 

d. 

e. 

f. 

9- 

h. 

1. 

j. 

•(commercial,  iso-,  n-,  sec-)  Amyl 

acetate,  see  Amyl  acetate  (all 

laomera). 

■fAmyl  acetate  (all  isomers) . 

C 

P 

Ill 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

.409  . 

l-D 

Aniline . 

C 

S/P 

II 

B/3 

PV  . 

Closed  . 

A 

.316,  .408,  .525, 

l-D 

.526,  .933,  .1020. 

Anthracene  oil  (Coal  tar  fraction). 

see  Coal  tar. 

Aviation  alkylates  (C8  paraffins  and 

C 

P 

III 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

B 

.409  . 

l-C 

iso-paraffins,  b.  pi  95-120  deg. 

C). 

■fBeuium  long  chain  EUkaryl  sulfonate 

(B) 

P 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.409;  (.440,  .903, 

NA 

(C11-C50). 

.908(a))\ 

■f Barium  long  chain  alkyl  (C8-C14) 

(A) 

P 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.409  . 

NA 

phenate  sulfide. 

Benzene  hydrocartxxi  mixtures^ 

C2 

S/P 

B/3 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A.  B 

.316,  .440,  .526, 

1-0 

(having  10%  Benzene  or  more). 

.908(b),  .933,. 1060. 

Benzenesulfonyl  chloride . 

D 

s 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A.  B,  D 

.236(a),  (b).  (c),  (g). 

1-0 

.409,  .526. 

Benzene,  Toluene,  Xylene  mixtures^ 

@C2 

s/p 

III 

B/3 

PV 

Restr .... 

B 

.316,  .440,  .526, 

1-0 

(having  10%  Benzene  or  more). 

.908(b),  .1060. 

Benzyl  acetate . 

c 

p 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

None  . 

1-0 

Benz^  alcohol  . . 

c 

p 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

None  . 

1-0 

Benz^  chloride  . 

B 

s/p 

II 

B/3 

PV  . 

Closed  . 

A.  B 

.316,  .408,  .525, 

1-0 

.526,  .527, 

.912(a)(2),  .1004, 

.1020. 

Butene  oligomer  . 

B 

p 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

None  . 

NA 

(iso-,  n-)  Riifyl  acetate  . 

c 

p 

III 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

.409  . 

1-0 

(iso-,  n-)  But^  acrylate  . . 

B 

II 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

'.409,  .526,  .912(a)(1), 

1-0 

.1602(a),  (b),  .1004. 

Butylamine  (ail  isomers)  . 

C 

s/p 

It 

B/3 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

.236(b).  (c).  .316, 

1-0 

.408,  .525,  .526, 

.527,  .1020. 

Butytbenzene  (all  Isomers) . 

A 

p 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

.409  . 

1-0 

But^  benzyl  phthalate  . . 

A 

p 

II 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.409  . 

1-0 

n-Butyl  butyrate  . 

c 

p 

III 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

.409  . 

1-0 

1 ,2-Butylene  oxide . 

c 

s/p 

III 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A.  C 

.372,  .408,  .440, 

l-B 

.500,  .526,  .530(a). 

(c).  (e)-(g).  {my- 

• 

(0).  .1010.  .1011. 

n-Butyl  ether  . 

c 

s/p 

B/3 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A.  D 

.500,  .525,  .526, 

l-C 

.1020. 

Butyl  heptyl  ketone . . 

(C) 

p 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

None  . 

NA 

iso-Butyl  isobutyrate  . 

[B] 

p 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

.409  . 

Butyl  methacrylate  . 

D 

s 

III 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

.526,  .912(a)(1), 

1-0 

.1002(a),  (b)!  .1004. 

Butyl  methacrylate,  De^l  methacry- 

0 

s 

III 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

.912(a)(1),  .1002(a), 

1-0 

late,  Cetyl-Eicosyl  methacrylate 

HHHH 

(b).  .1004. 

mixture. 

+n-Butyl  propionate  . 

c 

p 

III 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

.409  . 

1-0  . 

Butyl  toluene . 

@A 

p 

II 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

409  . 

1-0 

•(crude)  Butyraldehyde . 

B 

s/p 

III 

4m 

PV  . 

Open  ... 

.409.  .526 . 

l-C 

•iso-Bu^aldehyde,  see 

Butyraldehyde  (all  laomera). 

•n-Bu^aldeh^,  see  Butyr- 

aldehyde  (all  laomera). 

B 

s/p 

4m 

PV  . 

Open  ... 

.409,  .526  . 

l-C 

Butyric  add . . 

D 

s 

III 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

.238(a).  .554  . 

M) 

•C^um  alkyl  salicylate,  see  Cal- 

cium  long  chain  alfcyl  salicylate 

(C13>). 

-t-Caldum  alkyt(C9)phenol  sulfide. 

A 

IB 

II 

,  NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.409  . 

NA 

polyolefin  phospfxjrosulfide  mix- 

|B 

ture.  • 
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Table  1— Summary  of  Minimum  Requirements— Continued 


Cargo  name 

IMO 
Anrtex  II 
pollution 
category 

Haz. 

Cargo 

contairv 

ment 

system 

Vent 

height 

Vent 

Gauge 

Fire  pro¬ 
tection 
system 

Special  requirements 
in  46  CFR  Part  153 

Elec¬ 

trical 

hazard 

class 

and 

group 

a. 

b. 

c. 

d. 

e. 

f. 

g- 

h. 

i. 

j- 

•Caldum  bromide,  Zinc  bromide  so- 

Mon.  see  DrilKng  brine  (contain- 

ing  zinc  salts). 

Caldum  bypochlortte  solution  (15% 

S/P 

Il< 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

NSR 

.238(d)  . 

NA 

or  less). 

’ 

Caldum  hypochlorite  solution  (more 

B 

S/P 

III 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

NSR 

.238(d)  . 

NA 

than  15%). 

•fCaldum  long  chain  alkyl  salicylate 

C 

P 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

(.440,  .903,  .908(a))’ 

NA 

(C13*). 

Camphor  oa  . 

B 

S/P 

II 

4m 

PV  . 

Open  ... 

A.  B 

.409  . . . 

l-D 

Carbolic  oH . 

A 

S/P 

BA3 

PV  . 

Closed  . 

A 

.408,  .440,  .525, 

NA 

.526,  .908(b),  .933, 

.1020. 

Carbon  disulfide . 

B 

S/P 

B/3 

PV  . 

Closed  . 

c 

.236(c),  .252,  .408, 

l-A 

.500,  .515.  .520, 

.525,  .526,  .527, 

.1020,  .1040. 

Carbon  tetrachloride . 

B 

S/P 

B/3 

PV  . 

Closed  . 

NSR 

.316,  .409,  .525, 

NA 

.5M,  .527,  .1020. 

Cashew  rKit  shell  oil  (untreated)  . 

D 

s 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A,  B 

.526,  .933 . 

NA 

Caustic  potash  soluti^  . 

C 

s/p 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

NSR 

.236(a).  (c).  (g).  .440, 

NA 

.908(b),  .933. 

Caustic  soda  solution  . 

D 

s 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

NSR 

.236(a).  (c).  (g).  .933 

NA 

Cetyi-Eicosyl  methacryiate  mixture  .. 

III 

s 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A.  C.  D 

.912(a)(1).  .1002(a), 

NA 

(b).  .1004. 

Chlorirtated  paraffins  (C10-C13) . 

A 

p 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.408  . 

NA 

Chlofoacetic  acid  (80%  or  less)  . 

C 

s/p 

II 

B/3 

PV  . 

Closed  . 

NSR 

.238(e),  .408,  .440, 

l-D 

.554,  .908(b). 

•ChlninhAn7AnA  t . 

B 

s/p 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr  .... 

A,  B 

.409,  .526  . 

Chloroform . 

B 

s/p 

B/3 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

NSR 

.409  525  526 

NA 

.527,  .1020. 

(cruder  Chlorohydrirrs . 

D 

s 

II 

B/3 

PV  . 

Closed  . 

A 

Ann 

l-D 

.1020. 

•4-Chloro-2-methyipherx>xyacetic 

(C) 

p 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

NSR 

.236(a).  (b).  (c).  (g)  ... 

NA 

add,  dknethyiamine  salt  solution. 

Mo-Chloronitrobenzene 

B 

s/p 

B/3 

PV  . 

Closed  . 

A.  B.  C. 

.316,  .336,  .408, 

NA 

D 

.440,  .525,  .526, 

.908(a),  (b),  .933, 

.1020. 

2-  or  3-Chloroproplonic  acid . 

SiP 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.238(a),(b)  .440,  .554, 

NA 

.908(a),  (b). 

Chlorosulfor>ic  add  . 

s/p 

B/3 

PV  . 

Closed  . 

NSR 

408  525  526 

l-B 

.527,  .5M.  .5M, 

.602,  .933,  .1000, 

.1020,  .1045. 

o-Chlorotoluer>e  . 

s/p 

4m  ' 

PV  . 

Restr  .... 

A,  B.  C 

.409,  .526  . 

l-D 

rrvOhlorDtoluene  . 

B 

s/p 

III 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr  .... 

A,  b!  C 

.409^  .526  . 

l-D 

p-Chlorotoluer>e  . 

B 

s/p 

4m 

PV  . 

a’  b’  C 

409  440  526 

l-D 

.968(b).' 

Chlorotoluerres  (mixed  isomers) . 

A 

s/p 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A.  B.  C 

.409,  .526  . 

l-D 

Coal  tar . 

A 

s/p 

4m 

PV  ... 

B  D 

AOQ  Q.'V)  inen 

l-D 

Coal  tar  naphtha  solvant  . . . 

B 

s/p 

III 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A.  D 

409  526  933 

l-D 

.1060. 

Coal  tar  fxtch  (molten) . 

D 

s 

Ml 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

B.  D 

252  409  933 

l-D 

.1060. . 

■fCobalt  naphther>ate  in  solvent 

A 

s/p 

II 

4m 

PV 

Restr .... 

A.D 

.409,  .526  . 

l-D 

naphtha. 

Coconut  oH,  fatty  add . 

C 

p 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.440,  .903,  .908(a), 

NA 

(b). 

Cottonseed  oH,  fatty  add . 

ici 

p 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.440,  .903,  .908(a)  .... 

NA 

Creoeote  (wood) . 

A 

s/p 

II 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A,  B  0 

.409  . . 

NA 

Creosote  (coal  iu) . 

A 

s/p 

II 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A,  b!  D 

.409  . 

l-D 

Cresols  (aN  isomera) . 

A 

SP 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

a!  B 

.409.  .440,  .908(b)  .... 

l-D 
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Table  1— Summary  of  Minimum  Requirements— Continued 


Cargo  name 

IMO 
Annex  II 
pdlution 
category 

Haz. 

Cargo 

contain¬ 

ment 

system 

Vent 

height 

Vent 

Gauge 

Rre  pro¬ 
tection 
system 

Special  requiremertts 

In  46  C'^R  Part  153 

Elec¬ 

trical 

hazard 

and 

group 

a. 

b. 

c. 

d. 

e. 

f. 

9- 

h. 

L 

J. 

Cresoit  ¥¥ith  less  than  5%  Phenol. 

see  Cresols  (ail  isomers) 

Cresols  with  5%  or  more  Phenol, 

see  Phenol 

Cresylate  spent  caustic  (rrvxtures  of 

A 

S/P 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

NSR 

.236(a),  (c).  .933  ....... 

NA 

Cresols  and  Caustic  soda  solu- 

Hons). 

■fCresylic  acid,  dephenoQzed  . 

A 

S/P 

11 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A,B 

.409  _ 

NA 

Cresylic  acid,  sodium  salt  solution. 

see  Cresylate  spent  caustic. 

Crotonaidehyde  . 

B 

S/P 

B/3 

PV  ..  .. 

Restr .... 

A 

316  409  525 

i-C 

.5M,  .527,  .1020. 

Cumene  . 

B 

P 

4m 

PV  . 

A 

409 

i-0 

•1,5,9-Cyclododecatrier)e . 

A 

S/P 

1 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

?96(P)  ((:)  ,409 

1-0 

.526V.912(a)(l’), 

.1002(a),  (b),  .1004. 

Cycloheptane . 

c 

p 

III 

PV  . 

Restr  .... 

A 

409  .. 

1-0 

Cyclohexane . 

c 

p 

PV  .  . . 

A 

400  440  900^0) 

1-0 

Cyclohexanone . 

D 

s 

III 

PV  . 

A 

99A(e)  (h)  fiok  ' 

bO 

•Cyclohexanone,  Cydohexanol  mix- 

D 

s 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

.236(a)!  (b)!  .526  _ _ 

1-0 

ture. 

Cyclohexyl  acetate  . 

B 

p 

III 

PV  . 

Restr  .... 

A 

arto 

1-0 

Cyclohexylamine . 

c 

s/p 

PV  , 

Restr .... 

A,  C,  D 

9ru;ra\  /b1  tcl  /n1 

1-0 

IH 

.526. 

1,3-Cyctopentadiene  dimer  (molten) 

B 

p 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

.409,  .440,  .488, 

I-C 

■908(a),  (b). 

CydoperHane . 

c 

p 

III 

4m 

PV 

A 

409 

un 

C^lope{>ter>e . 

B 

p 

HI 

4m 

PV 

Restr  .... 

A 

.409  . 

1-0 

p-Cymerte . 

c 

p 

III 

4m 

PV 

Restr  .... 

A 

409  . 

bO 

iso-Oecaldehyde . 

9C 

p 

III 

NR 

Opan  ... 

A 

bC 

n-DecaJdehyde . 

OB 

p 

Hi 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

bC 

Decanoic  a^ . 

C 

p 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.440,  .903,  .908(a), 

NA 

(b). 

Oecene  . 

B 

p 

Hi 

4m 

PV 

Restr  .... 

A 

.409  . 

bO 

+Decyl  acetate . 

B 

p 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

409  . 

NA 

(iso-,  n-)  Decyl  acrylate  . 

A 

s/p 

11 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A,  C,  D 

.236(a),  (b),  (c),  .409, 

bO 

.912(aK1). 

.1002(a),  (b),  .1004. 

Decyl  aioohoi  (an  isomers) . 

B 

p 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.409,  .440,  .908(b)  .... 

bO 

•fDecyloxytetrahydrothiophene  diox- 

A 

s/p 

11 

B/3 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

409  . 

NA 

ide. 

Diammonium  salt  of  Zirx:  ethylene- 

« 

• 

HI 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

NSR 

.238(e)  . 

bO 

diamine  tetraacetic  add  solu^^. 

Dibutylamine . 

c 

s/p 

HI 

4m 

PV 

ABC 

236(b)  (C),  526 

bC 

•fDibutyl  hydrogen  phosphortate  . 

B 

p 

HI 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

D 

A 

.409,  .440,  .908(a)  .... 

NA 

Dibutyl  phthalaie . 

A 

p 

H 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

409  . . ..... 

bO 

•Dichiorobenzerte  (ail  isomers)' . 

D 

s 

11 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr  .... 

A,  B,  D 

.236(a),  (b),  .409, 

bO 

.440,  .488',  .526, 

.908(a),  (b)'. 

1,1-Dichk>rDethane  . 

B 

s/p 

III 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr  .... 

A,  B 

.409,  .526,  .527  _ 

bO 

2,2*-Dichioroethyl  ether . 

B 

s/p 

H 

4m 

PV 

Restr  .... 

A 

236(a)  (b),  .409, 

bC 

.526'. . 

■f1,6-Oichtorohexane . 

B 

s/p 

II 

4m 

PV 

Restr  .... 

A,B 

.409,  .526 . 

NA 

2,2‘-Dichioroisopropyl  ether . 

c 

s/p 

H 

B/3 

PV 

Restr  .... 

a’  B  C, 

236(a),  (b),  .316, 

bO 

D 

.468'(a),  .440,  .525. 

.526,  .1020. 

Dichloromathana . 

D 

s 

Hi 

4m 

l>V 

Restr  .... 

NSR 

.526  . 

bO 

2,4-Dtchloraphanor*  . 

A 

s/p 

H 

4m 

PV 

Restr  .... 

A,  B.  C, 

.236(a).  (b).  (c).  (g). 

bO 

D 

.409,  .440,  .500, 

.501,  .526,  .906(b), 

.933. 

2,4-Dichlorophenoxyacetic  add, 

A 

s/p 

HI 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

NSR 

.236(a),  (b),  (c),  (g). 

NA 

(SetharK>lamine  salt  solution. 

.409. 
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Cargo  name 


_ a _ 

2.4- OichlorophefK>xyacetic  acid,  di- 
methylamirM  salt  solution. 

2.4- Dichlorophertoxyacetic  add, 

trisopropanolamine  salt  solution. 

•1,1-,  1,2-,  or  1,3-Dlchloropropane, 
see  Individual  entries. 

•f1,1-Oichloropropane  . 

•f1,2-Oichloropropane  . 

•f1,3-Oichloropropcme  . 

1,3-Dichloropropene  . 

Oichloropropene,  Oichloropropane 
mixtures. 

•2,2-Dichloropropionic  add  . 

Diethanolamine . 

Diethylamine . 


Diethytaminoethanol, 
Dielhylelharwiamine 
•2,6-Oiethylaniline . 


Diethylbenzene . 

Diethylenetriamine  ... 
Dieth^elhanolamine 


Diethyl  ether,  see  Ethyl  ether 
Di-(2-ethyR)exyl)  phosphoric  add 


Diethyl  phthaiate . 

Dieth^  suHate . 

Diglyddyl  ether  of  Bisphenoi  A 
Diglyddyl  ether  of  Bisphenoi  F 

Di-r)-he)^  adipate . 

Diisobutylamir>e  . 


Diisobutylcarbinol .... 

Diisobutylene . 

Diisobutyl  phthaiate 
Diisopropanolamine 

Diisopropylamine  .... 


Dnsopropylbenzene  (aH  isomers) 
N,N-Dimethylacetamide . . 


N,N-Dimethylacetamide 
(40%  or  less). 
Dimethyl  adipate . 


solution 


less). 


but  not  over  55%). 


IMO 
Armex  II 
pollution 
category 

Haz. 

Cargo 

contain¬ 

ment 

system 

Vent 

height 

Vent 

Gauge 

Fire  pro¬ 
tection 
system 

Spedal  requirements 
in  46  CFR  Part  153 

« 

Elec¬ 

trical 

hazard 

dass 

and 

group 

b. 

c. 

d. 

e. 

f. 

g- 

h. 

i. 

1 

A 

S/P 

ill 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

NSR 

.409  . 

NA 

A 

S/P 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

NSR 

.409  . 

NA 

B 

S/P 

m 

B/3 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A,  B 

.409,  .525,  .526, 

l-D 

.1020. 

B 

S/P 

B/3 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A.  B 

.409,  .525,  .526, 

l-D 

.1020. 

B 

S/P 

II 

B/3 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A.  B 

-.409,  .525,  .526, 

l-D 

.1020. 

B 

S/P 

B/3 

PV  . 

Closed  . 

A.  B 

.316,  .336,  .408, 

l-D 

.525,  .526,  .527, 

.1020. 

B 

S/P 

B/3 

PV  . 

Closed  . 

A.  B.  C, 

.316,  .336,  .408, 

l-D 

D 

.526,  .527. 

D 

s 

III 

4m 

PV  . . 

Restr .... 

A 

.238(e).  .266,  .500, 

NA 

.501,  .554,  .933. 

ill 

s 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.236(b).  (c)  . 

NA 

C 

s/p 

III 

B/3 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

.236(a).  (b).  (c).  (g). 

l-C 

.525,  .526,  .527, 

.1020. 

C 

s/p 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

B,  C,  D 

.236(b),  .409.  .440. 

NA 

.908(b). 

Q 

p 

III 

PV 

A 

.409  . 

l-D 

D 

s 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.236(b).  (C)  . 

NA 

C 

s/p 

III 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A.C 

.236(a).  (b).  (c),  (g). 

l-C 

.526. 

C 

s/p 

III, 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A.  B,  C. 

□ 

.236(b).  (c)  . 

l-D 

c 

p 

III 

NR 

A 

None  . 

l-D 

B 

s/p 

11 

4m 

PV  . 

Closed  . 

A,  D 

.236(a),  (c),  (d),  .526 

l-D 

B 

p 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.409,  .Wo.  .^8{a)  .... 

NA 

B 

p 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.409,  .440,  .908(a)  .... 

NA 

p 

p 

NR 

Open  ... 

A 

.409  . 

NA 

c 

s/p 

II 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A,  B,  C. 

.236(a).  (b),  (c),  (g). 

l-C 

D 

.409,  .525(a).  (c). 

(d).  (e).  .526,  .1020. 

9C 

p 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

A 

None  . 

l-D 

B 

p 

III 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr  .... 

A 

.409  . 

l-D 

B 

p 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.409,  .440,  .908(a)  .... 

l-D 

C 

s/p 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.236(b).  (C).  .440. 

l-D 

.908(a),  (b). 

C 

s/p 

II 

B/3 

PV  . 

Closed  . 

A 

.236(b).  (c).  .408, 

l-C 

.525,  .526,  .527, 

.1020. 

A 

p 

II 

NR 

A 

.409  . 

l-D 

.  D 

s 

III 

B/3 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

B 

.236(b),  .316,  .525, 

l-D 

.526,  .527,  .1020. 

1  D 

s 

III 

B/3 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

B 

.236(b),  .316,  .526  .... 

l-D 

.  B 

p 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.409,  .440,  .908(b)  .... 

NA 

ir  C 

s/p 

III 

B/3 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A.  C,  D 

.236(a).  (b).  (c).  (g). 

l-C 

.525,  .526,  .527, 

.1020. 

C 

s/p 

II 

B/3 

PV  . 

Closed 

A.  C.  D 

.238  (a),  (b).  (c),  (g). 

l-C 

.316,  .408,  .525, 

.526,  .527,  .1020. 
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Cargo  name 

IMO 
Anr>ex  II 
pollution 
category 

Haz. 

a. 

b. 

c. 

Dimethylamine  solution  (over  55% 

C 

S/P 

but  not  over  65%). 

2,6-Dimethylanlllne . 

[C] 

S/P 

N.N-Dimethylcyctohexylamine . 

c 

S/P 

Dimethylethanolamine . 

D 

s 

Dimeth^onmamide . . . 

D 

s 

Dimeth^  gkJtarate . 

C 

p 

•Dimethyl  hydrogen  phosphite . 

(B) 

Dimethyl  naphthalene  sulfonic  acid, 

[AJ 

sodium  salt  solution. 

wM 

Dimelhyloctanoic  acid . 

Dimeth^  phthalate . 

19 

Dimeth^  succinate  . 

Pi 

Dinitrotoiuene  (molten)® . 

B 

1,4-Dioxane  . 

■ 

S 

Dipentene  . . 

P 

Diphenyl . 

P 

•fbiphenylamines,  alkylated . 

P 

■fDiphenylamine,  reaction  product 

S/P 

with  2,2,4-Trimethylpenterte. 

Diphenyl,  Diphenyl  ether  mixtures  ... 

P 

Diphenyl  ether  . 

P 

Diphen^  ether,  Biphenyl  phenyl 

P 

ether  mixtures. 

Diphenyimethar>e  diisocyanate® . 

B 

S/P 

Diphenyloi  propane-epichlorohydrin 

B 

1 

resins. 

■i 

Di-n-propylamlne  . 

C 

Dodecanol . 

B 

P 

Dodecene  (all  isomers)  . 

B 

P 

Dodecyl  alcohol,  see  Dodecanol 

•Dodecylamine,  Tetradecylamine 

A 

S/P 

mixture. 

♦Dodecy1dimethylamir>e, 

A 

s/p 

Tetradecyldimethyiamine  mixture. 

Dodecyl  diphenyl  ether  disulfonate 

B 

solution. 

-t-Dodecyl  hydroxyp'ropyl  sulfide  . 

(A) 

p 

Dodecyl  methacr^ate . 

III 

s 

Dodecyl-Pentadecyi  methacrylate 

s 

mixture. 

Dodecyl  phenol . 

•Drilling  brine  (containing  Zinc  salts) 

■ 

p 

p 

Epichlorohydrin . 

c 

s/p 

Ethanoiamine . 

D 

s 

2-Ethoxyethyt  acetate . 

C 

p 

Ethyl  acrylate . 

A 

s/p 

Cargo 

contain¬ 

ment 

system 


Vent 

height 

Vent 

Gauge 

Fire  pro¬ 
tection 
system 

Special  requirements 
in  46  CFR  Part  153 

Elec¬ 

trical 

hazard 

class 

and 

group 

e. 

f. 

9- 

h. 

i. 

1. 

B/3 

PV  . 

A.C,  D 

.236  (a),  (b),  (c).  (g), 
.316,  .372,  .408, 

.525,  .526,  .527, 
.1020. 

I-C 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

B.  C,  D 

.236(b).  .409.  .440, 
.908(b). 

M) 

BA3 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A.  C 

.236(a).  (b).  (c).  (g). 
.316,  .409,  .525, 

.526,  .527,  .1020. 

NA 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A,  D 

.236(b).  (c),  .526 _ 

I-C 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A.  D 

A 

P3fi(h),  .'iPfi 

l-D 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

None  . 

NA 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A.  D 

NSR 

NA 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

None  . . . 

NA 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.440,  .903,  .906(b)  .... 

1-0 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

None  . 

i-0 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.440,  .908(b)  . 

NA 

B/3 

PV  . 

Closed  . 

A 

.316,  .408.  .440, 

.525,  .526,  .527, 
.908(a).  (b).  .1020. 

I-C 

B/3 

PV  . 

Closed  . 

A 

.408,  .525,  .526, 

.1020. 

I-C 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

.409  . 

1-0 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

B 

.408  . 

l-D 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.409  . 

NA 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.408  _ 

NA 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

B 

.408  . 

1-0 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.409  . 

1-0 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A.  B 

.409  . . 

NA 

B/3 

PV  . 

Closed  . 

A.  B, 

C®,  D 

.236(a).  (b).  .316, 

.409,  .440,  .500, 
.501,  .525,  .526, 
.602,  .908(a). 

.1000,  .1020. 

NA 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A,  B 

.440,  .908(a)  . 

NA 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

.236(b),  (c),  .409, 

.525,  .526,  .1020. 

I-C 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.409,  .440,  .488, 
.908(a),  (b). 

1-0 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.409  . 

1-0 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A,  D 

.236(b).  (c),  .526  . 

NA 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

B.C.D 

.236(b),  .409  . 

NA 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

NSR 

.409,  .440,  .488, 
.908(a). 

NA 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.409  . 

NA 

NR 

Open  ... 

O^n  ... 

A.C 

.236(b).  (C). 

.912(a)(1).  .1004. 

1-0 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A.  C.D 

.912(a)(1).  .1002(a), 
(b).  .1004. 

NA 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.408 . . . 

1-0 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

NSR 

.409  . 

NA 

B/3 

PV  . 

Closed  . 

A  . 

.316,  .408.  .525, 

.526,  .527,  .1020. 

I-C 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.236(b).  (c).  .526  . 

M) 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

.409  . . . . 

I-C 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

.409,  .526,  .527, 
.912(a)(1). 

.1002(a),  (b).  .1004. 

1-0 
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IMO  Cargo 

Annex  II  contain-  Vent 

pollu^  merrt  height 

category  system 


Ethylamine .  C 

Ethylamine  solution  (72%  or  less) ....  C 


Ethyl  amyl  ketone .  C 

Ethylbenzer>e .  C 

N-Ethyttxjtylamine .  C 


Ethyl  butyrate .  C 

Ethyteydohexane .  C 

N-Ethylcyciohexylamir>e .  D 

Ethylene  chkxohydrin .  C 


Ethylene  cyanohydrin .  D 

Eth/enediamirte  .  C 

Ethylene  dIbromide . B 


Ethylene  dichloride .  B 

Ethylene  glycol  butyl  ether  acetate  ..  C 

Ethylene  gly^  diacetate .  C 

Eth>ier)e  glycol  ethyl  ether  acetate, 
see  2-Elhoxyethyl  acetate 
■fEthylerM  glycol  mortoalkyl  ethers  ...  D 
■fEthylene  glycol  propyl  elher,  see 
Ethylene  glycoi  mortoallcyl  ethers. 
Ethyl^  oxide  (30%  or  iess),  Pro-  D 

pylene  oxide  mixture. 


Ethyl  ether 


•Ethyl-3-ethoxypropionate .  C 

2-Ethy»»exanol .  OC 

2-E9iyt)exyl  acrylate  .  B 

2-Ethylhexylamine  .  B 

Ethyl  hexyl  phthaiale .  C 

EthyNdane  norbomene  .  B 

Ethyl  methacrylate .  D 

Ethylphenol .  A 

2-Elhyl-3-propylacroleln  . .  B 

Ethyl  toluene .  B 

Ferric  chloride  solution  .  C 

Ferric  nitrate,  Nitric  acid  solution .  C 


^^FluorosHIcic  add  (30%  or  less) .  C 

Formaldehyde  (50%  or  more),  Meth-  f 
artd  mbdutes. 


Fire  pro¬ 
tection 
system 

Spedal  requirements 
in  46  CFR  Pari  153 

h. 

1. 

C,  D 

.236(b),  (c),  .252, 

.372,  .525,  .526, 
.527,  .1020. 

A,  C 

.236(a).  (b).  (c).  (g). 
.372,  .408,  .525(a), 
(c).  (d).  (e).  .526, 
.527,  ,1020. 

A 

.409  . 

A 

.409  . 

A 

.236(a).  (b).  (c).  (g). 
.409,  .525(a).  (c). 
(d).  (e),  .526,  .1020. 

A 

.409  . 

A 

.409  . 

A,C 

.236(a).  (b).  (c).  (g). 
.409,  .526. 

A,  D 

.316,  .408,  .525, 

.526,  .527,  .933, 
.1020. 

A 

None  . 

A 

.236(b).  (c),  .440, 

.526,  .908(b). 

NSR 

.408,  .440,  .525, 

.526,  .527,  .908(b), 
.1020. 

A,  B 

.236(b),  .408,  .526  .... 

A 

None  . 

A 

None  . 

A 

.409  . 

.252,  .372,  .408, 

.440,  .500,  .525, 
.526,  .530,  .1010, 
.1011,  .1020. 
.236(g),  .252,  .372, 
.408,  .440,  .500, 
.515,  .526,  .527. 

.409  . 

None . 

.409,  .912(a)(1), 
.1002(a),  (b),  .1004. 
.236(b),  (c),  .409, 

.525,  .526,  .1020. 

.236{b),"409,  .526 


.526,  .912(a)(1), 

.1002(a),  (b),  .1004. 

.409  .  1-0 

.409,  .440,  .526,  l-C 

.908(b). 

.409  .  I-D 

.409,  .440,  .554,  l-B 

.555,  .908(b),  .1045. 

.408,  .526,  .527,  l-B 

.554,  .555,  .559, 

.  .933,  .1045. 

.252,  .526,  .554,  l-B 

.555,  .933,  .1045. 

.526,  .527  .  l-B 
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Cargo  rtame 

IMO 
Anrtex  II 
pollution 
category 

Haz. 

Cargo 

contain¬ 

ment 

system 

Vent 

height 

Vent 

Gauge 

Fire  pro¬ 
tection 
system 

Special  requirements 
in  46  CFR  Part  153 

Elec¬ 

trical 

hazard 

class 

and 

group 

a. 

b. 

c. 

d. 

e. 

f. 

9- 

h. 

I. 

I- 

Formaldehyde  solution  (37%  to 

C 

S/P 

Ill 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

.440.  .526,  .527, 

F-B 

50%). 

.908(b). 

Formifi  arid  . 

s 

III 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr  .... 

A 

.238(b).  (C).  .526. 

W) 

.527,  .554. 

Fumaric  adduct  of  rosin,  water  dis- 

B 

P 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

NSR 

.409,  .440,  .908(a)  .... 

NA 

persion. 

Furfural  . 

c 

S/P 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

. 

l-C 

Furfuryl  alcohol . 

c 

p 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

None  . 

l-C 

Glutar'aldehyde  solution  (50%  or 

s 

1^1 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

NSR 

Nona  . 

NA 

less). 

Glyckf^  ester  of  C10  Trialkyl  acetic 

add,  see  Glyddyl  ester  of  Tridecyl 

acetic  add. 

Glyddyl  ester  of  Tridecyl  acetic  add 

B 

p 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.409  . 

NA 

Heptane  (all  isomers)  . 

c 

p 

III 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

.409  . 

M) 

Heptanoi  (all  isoniers)  . . 

c 

p 

4m 

PV 

Restr .... 

A 

409 

l-D 

Heptene  (all  isomers)  . 

c 

p 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

409  . 

1-0 

Heptyl  acetate . . 

B 

p 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

Nona  . 

NA 

Hexamethylenediamine  solution . 

C 

s/p 

iH 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

.236(b).  (c).  .409, 

M) 

.440,  .526,  .908(b). 

HaxamathylanniminA  . 

c 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr  .... 

A.C 

.236(a).  (b).  (c).  (a). 

l-C 

.526. 

Hexane  (all  isomers)  . 

c 

III 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

.409  . 

1-0 

Hexene  (all  isomers)  . 

c 

1 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

409  . 

1-0 

Hexyl  acetate . 

B 

,4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

409 

1-0 

Hydrochloric  add . 

D 

III 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr  .... 

NSR 

.252,  .526,  .527, 

1-6 

.5M,  .557,  .9M. 

.1045,  .1052. 

Hydrogen  peroxide  solutions  (over 

C 

s/p 

B/3 

PV  . 

Closed  . 

NSR 

.238  (a),  (c),  .355, 

NA 

8%  but  not  over  60%). 

.409,  .440(a) 

(1)&(2),  .500,  .933, 

.1004(a)(2),  .1500. 

Hydrogen  peroxide  solutions  (over 

C 

s/p 

B/3 

PV  . 

Closed  . 

NSR 

238  (a),  (c),  .355, 

NA 

60%  but  not  over  70%). 

.409,  .440(a) 

. 

(1)&(2),  .500,  .933, 

.1004(a)(2),  .1500. 

2-Hydroxyethyl  acrylate . . 

B 

s/p 

B/3 

PV  . 

Closed  . 

A 

.408.  .525,  .526, 

NA 

.91 2(a)(1),  .933, 

, 

! 

.1002  (a),  (b). 

.1004,  .1020. 

•2-Hydroxy-4-(methylthio)butanolc 

p 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.440,  .903,  .908(a)  .... 

NA 

add. 

IsophnmrM  dUtminA  . 

s 

III 

4m 

PV 

Restr .... 

A 

9afi(h),  (ft),  . 

NA 

Isophorone  (SisnryanAtA*  . 

B 

s/p 

III 

B/3 

PV  . 

Closed  . 

A,  B, 

.236(a),  (b),  .316, 

NA 

C*.  D 

.500,  .501  .526, 

.602,  .1000,  .1020. 

Isoprene . 

c 

s/p 

III 

4m 

PV 

Restr .... 

B 

.372,  .440,  .912(a)(1), 

1-0 

.1002(aj.  (b).  .1004. 

Isopropyiberuene,  see  Cumene 

Lactonitrile  solution  (80%  or  less)  .... 

B 

s/p 

II 

B/3 

PV  . 

Closed  . 

A,  C,  D 

.238(d).  .252,  .318, 

1-0 

.336,  .408,  .440, 

.525,  .526,  .527, 

.908(a),  .912(a)(2). 

.1002,  .1004, 

.1020,  .1035. 

Laurie  add . . 

B 

p 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.440,  .488,  .908(a). 

NA 

(b). 

•t-Long  chain  alkaryl  polyether  (C11- 

C 

p 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

(.440,  .903,  .908(a))' 

NA 

C20). 

■fLong  chain  polyetheramine  in 

C 

p 

III 

4m 

m . 

Restr .... 

A 

.409,  .440,  .903, 

1-0 

ailcyi(C2-C4)bwenes. 

.908(a). 

'fMagneshjm  long  chain  aNryt  salicy- 

C 

p 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

(.440,  .903,  .908(a))' 

NA 

late  (Cl  U). 

Maleic  anhydride^  - . 

0 

s 

III 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr  ..„ 

^A.C 

None . 

W) 
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Cargo  nams 

IMO 
Annex  1 
pollution 
category 

Haz. 

Cargo 

contairv 

ment 

system 

Vent 

height 

Vent 

G€Mige 

Rre  pro¬ 
tection 
system 

Special  requirements 

In  46  CFR  Part  153 

Elec¬ 

trical 

hazard 

cUiss 

and 

group 

a. 

b. 

c. 

d. 

e. 

I. 

g- 

h. 

i. 

J. 

Mercaplobenzothiazol,  aodkjm  aalt 

solution,  see  Sodium-2- 

mercaplobenzothiazoi  sokNon 

Mesityl  oxide . . . . - 

D 

s 

Ill 

4m 

p\/ 

Restr  .. 

A 

.236(b),  (c),  .409, 

1-0 

526'. . 

Metam  sodium  solution  . . 

A 

s/p 

HI 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

NSR 

.236(a),  (b),  (c),  (g). 

NA 

' 

.409. 

Methaciylic  acid 

D 

s 

HI 

4m 

PV 

Restr .... 

A 

.238(a),  .526 

NA 

.»i2{aK1). 

.1002(a),  .1004. 

•fMethacryOc  resin  in  Ethylene  dl- 

B 

s/p 

H 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr ... 

A.B 

.236(b).  .408,  .440, 

M) 

chloride. 

526,  .908(a). 

•MethecrytonitrilA  . 

0 

s 

R 

B/3 

PV 

Closed  . 

A 

236(b)  316  406 

NA 

.525,  526,  527, 

.S12(a)(1). 

.1002(a).  .1004, 

.1020. 

Methyl  acrylate _ _ 

B 

S/P 

R 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr  .„ 

A,  B 

.409,  526,  .527, 

i-D 

•912(a)(i). 

.1002(a).  (b).  .1004. 

Methyiamlrw  solution  (42%  orisss) . 

C 

S/P 

R 

B/3 

PV  . 

Dosed  . 

A.  C.  0 

.236(a).  (b).  (c).  (g). 

M) 

.316,  .403,  .525, 

.526,  .527,  .1020. 

Methytamyl  acetate _ _ _ 

C 

p 

Rl 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr ... 

A 

409  . . 

1-0 

Methylamyl  ketorte _ 

c 

p 

HI 

4m 

PV 

Restr .... 

A 

409 

t-0 

Methyl  butyiate _ ......  ...  .. 

c 

p 

Rl 

4m 

PV 

Restr .... 

A 

409 

i-6 

Methylcydohexane  ..  . . 

c 

p 

Rl 

4m 

PV 

Restr  .... 

A 

409  .. 

1-0 

Methyicydopentadiens  dimer 

B 

p 

HI 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

B 

.409  . . . . 

l-B 

•Methyl  <SeiharK>lamine _ 

D 

8 

W 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.236{b),(c)  .  . 

l-C 

Methylene  chkxide,  see 

Didtioromethane 

2-MelhyMt-ethylMiUkM  . .  . 

c 

S/P 

NR 

ABC 

NA 

2-Methyl-5-athylpyridine  ..... 

B 

s/p 

HI 

NR 

D 

A,  n 

236(b)  409 

M) 

Methyl  irymete  . .  . . 

0 

s 

H 

BA3 

PV 

Restr .... 

A 

.372*  406  440 

1-0 

.525,  .526,  .527, 

.1020. 

Methyl  heptyl  ketone  . 

B 

p 

HI 

4m 

PV  . . 

Restr .... 

A 

.409  . 

1-0 

2-Melhyl-2-hydir«y.34K4yne  . . 

III 

s 

4m 

PV 

Restr  ..„ 

ARC 

236/hl  lti\  rn  ln\ 

1-0 

D  ‘ 

.409,  .526. 

Methyl  methacrylate  _ 

0 

s 

4m 

PV 

Restr  — 

A.  B 

526  912(a)(1) 

1-0 

.1602(a),  {b),’.1004. 

■fMethyl  iuti>hthaiene  (molten) _ 

A 

s/p 

H 

4m 

PV 

Restr  ..„ 

A.  D 

409 

W) 

•2-Mell^1-pent8na,  see  Maxana 

(aN  ieomars). 

•4-Methyl-l-pantene,  see  Haxena 

(aH  isomers). 

•2-Methylpyrldine  . . . 

0 

8 

R 

B/3 

PV 

Closed  . 

A.C 

23Arh^  406  62<Va^ 

W) 

(c),  (d),  (e).  .1020. 

•3-Melhy^)yrldine  .. 

c 

S/P 

H 

B/3 

PV 

Dosed  . 

A.C 

236rh\  4nn 

1-0 

(c),  (d),  (e).  .1020. 

•4-Methylpyrldine  _ 

D 

s 

H 

B/3 

PV 

Dosed  . 

A.  C.  D 

2.36rh\  AAf\ 

1-0 

.525(a).  (c).  (d). 

(e),  .526,  .908(b), 

.1020. 

Methyl  salicylate _ _ _  _ 

B 

p 

Rl 

NR 

A 

409 

t-p 

alphei-Malhylstyrsne  _  .... 

A 

s/p 

HI 

4m 

PV 

Restr .._ 

Q 

orvi 

w). 

.912(a)(1). 

.1002(a).  (b).  .1004. 

Melolachlor  .  . . 

OB 

p 

NR 

A 

NA 

Morphotina _ 

0 

s 

m  « 

‘4m 

PV 

A 

236/h\  rr\ 

l-T! 

Motor  fuel  anti-knock  compounds 

A 

Srt> 

H 

a/3 

PV  ....... 

Dosed  . 

A.B,C 

.252,  516.  536. 

l-O 

(contaMng  load  sftyls). 

.408,  .525,  .526, 

.527,  .933.  .1020. 

.1025. 
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Table  1 — Summary  of  Minimum  Requirements— Continued 


Cargo  name 


a. 


Naphthalene  (molten) . 

Naphthalene  sulfonic  add,  sodium 
salt  solution  (40%  or  less). 

Naphthenic  acid . 

Naphthenic  acid,  sodium  salt  solu¬ 
tion. 

Neodecanoic  acid . . 

Nitrating  acid  (mixture  of 
Sulfurk  ar)d  Nitric  adds) . 


Nitric  add  (70%  or  less) 
Nitrobenzene  . 


•o-Nitrochlorobenzerre,  see  o- 
Chloronitrobenzene. 
o-Nitrophenol  (nroiten) . 

1-  or  2-Nitropropane^  . 

Nitropropane  (60%),  Nitroethane 
(40%)  mixture^. 

(0-,  P-)  Nitrotoluene  . 


Nonane  (all  isomers)  . 

•Nonene  (all  isomers) . 

+Nony1  acetate  . 

Nonyl  alcohol  (ail  isomers) . 

Nonyl  pherx)! . 

Non^  phenol  poly(4-l2)ethoxylates 

Noxious  liquid,  N.F.,  (1)  n.o.s. 
(“trade  name"  contains  "prir>dpal 
components"). 

ST  I.CatA . 

Noxious  liquid,  F.,  (2)  n.o.s.  (“trade 
name"  contains  “principal  compo¬ 
nents”) 

ST  1,  Cat  A . 

Noxious  liquid,  N.F.,  (3)  n.o.s. 
(“trade  name"  contains  "prindpal 
components") 

ST  2,  Cat  A . 

Noxious  liquid,  F.,  (4)  n.o.s.  (“trade 
name”  contains  "principal  compo¬ 
nents") 

ST  2,  Cat  A . 

Noxious  liquid,  N.F.,  (5)  n.o.s. 
(“trade  name"  contains  "prindpal 
comporrents”) 

ST  2,  Cat  B . 

Noxious  liquid,  N.F..  (6)  n.o.s. 
(“trade  name"  contains  ‘prindpal 
components”) 

ST  2.  Cat  B,  mp.  equal  to  or 
greater  than  15  deg.  C. 


IMO  ' 
Anr>ex  II 
pollution 
category 

Haz. 

Cargo 

contairv 

ment 

system 

Vent 

heigM 

Vent 

Gauge 

Fire  pro¬ 
tection 
system 

Special  requirements 
in  46  CFR  Part  153 

Elec¬ 

trical 

hazard 

class 

and 

group 

b. 

c. 

d. 

e. 

f. 

g- 

h. 

I. 

1. 

S/P 

II 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A,  D 

.409,  .440,  .908(b)  .... 

W) 

P 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

NSR 

Nor»e . 

NA 

H 

P 

II 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.409  . 

NA 

P 

II 

NR 

O^n  ... 

Open  ... 

NSR 

.409  . 

NA 

c 

P 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

None  . 

NA 

C 

S/P 

■ 

B/3 

PV  . 

Closed  . 

NSR 

.316,  .408,  .526, 

.527,  .554,  .555, 
.556,  .559,  .602, 
.933,  .1000,  .1045. 

l-B 

c 

S/P 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

NSR 

.408,  .526,  .527, 

.554,  .555,  .559, 

.933,  .1045. 

l-B 

B 

s/p 

B/3 

PV  . 

Closed  . 

A,  0 

.316,  .336,  .408, 

.440,  .525,  .526, 
.908(b),  .933,  .1020. 

M) 

B 

s/p 

1 

B/3 

PV  . 

Closed  . 

A.  C,  D 

.440,  .525,  .526, 
.908(a),  \b).  .1020. 

NA 

D 

s 

III 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

^A,C 

^A.C 

A,  B 

.526  . 

l-C 

s 

III 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

Pflfi(h), 

l-C 

l-D 

s/p 

II 

BA3 

PV  . 

Closed  . 

.316,  .408,  .440, 

.525,  .526,  .908(b), 
.1020. 

p 

III 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

B.  C 

A 

sno 

l-D 

Fb 

p 

III 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

.409  . 

1-0 

p 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.409  . 

1-0 

p 

I^B 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

None  . 

1-0 

p 

I^B 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.409  . 

W) 

B 

p 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.409,  .440,  .488\ 
.908(a),  (b). 

M) 

■ 

p 

1 

NB 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.408  . 

NA 

p 

1 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

40fl  . ■ 

NA 

1 

p 

II 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.409  . . . 

NA 

IB 

p 

4m 

PV 

Restr .... 

A 

40Q  . 

NA 

B 

p 

1 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.409;  (.440,  .903, 
.908)'. 

NA 

B 

p 

11 

NR  . 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.409,  .440,  .488, 
.908(b);  (.903, 
.908(a))'. 

NA 
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mm 

Elec- 

Caigo  name 

IMO 
Annex  li 
polution 

Haz. 

Cargo 

contair)- 

ment 

Vent 

heigM 

Vent 

Gauge 

Spedal  requirements 
in  46  CFR  Part  153 

tricai 

hazard 

dass 

category 

system 

and 

nm 

group 

a. 

b. 

c. 

d. 

e. 

f. 

9- 

h. 

I. 

1- 

Noxious  Iqiid,  (7)  hjO-s.  Orade 

nafne”  conlaine  "principal  compo¬ 
nents") 

ST  2, 0MB 

B 

p 

■ 

4m 

PU 

Flestr  .„ 

A 

.409:  (.440,  .903, 
.906)*. 

NA 

Noxious  Iquid,  F.,  (8)  n.o.8.  ("trade 

name"  contains  ‘^princ(pal  compo¬ 
nents") 

ST  2.  Cat  B,  mp.  equal  to  or 

B 

p 

li 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr.... 

A 

.409,  .440,  .488, 

NA 

greater  turn  15  deg.  C. 

.908(b);  (.903, 
.908(a))*. 

Noxious  Nquld,  N.F.,  (9)  n.o.8. 

Cirade  name"  contains  ‘iKindpai 
componerns") 

ST  3,  Cat  A . . 

m 

p 

ill 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

NA 

Noxious  iquid.  F..  (10)  n.0ua.  ("trade 

name”  contains  *jpriic|poi  compo¬ 
nents") 

ST  3,  Cal  A _ 

m 

p 

Hi 

4m 

PV 

Restr .... 

A 

400 

NA 

Noxious  liquid,  N.F..  (11)  n.o.s. 

("trade  name"  contains  ‘^rirxripal 
oomportenls") 

ST  3,  cm  B  . 

B 

p 

IH 

NR 

Open 

Open  ... 

A 

(.440,  .903,  .908)*  .... 

NA 

Noxious  iquid,  N.F..  (12)  n.o.8. 

("trade  name"  contains  "prirKipal 
components") 

ST  3,  Cat  B.  mp.  equal  to  or 

B 

p 

til 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.440,  .488,  doecby. 

NA 

greater  tian  IS  deg.  C. 

Noxious  iquid,  F.,  (13)  n.o.s.  ("trade 

(.903,  .908(a))*, 

name”  contains  "prtoctpN  compo¬ 
nents”) 

ST  3,  cm  B . 

B 

p 

III 

4m 

PV 

Restr .... 

A 

.409;  (.440.  .903, 
.908)*. 

NA 

Noxious  Iquid,  F.,  (14)  nuxs.  ("trade 

name"  oomains  "principal  compo¬ 
nents") 

ST  3.  Cat  B,  mp.  equal  to  or 
greater  than  IS  deg.  C.  ^ 

Noxious  Iquid.  N.F...  (IS)  itoji. 

B 

p 

ill 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

.409.  .440,  .488, 
.90e(b);  (.903, 
.908(a))*. 

NA 

("trade  name"  contains  "prindpaU 
compormrris") 

ST  3.  Cat  C . - . . . 

c 

p 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

(.440.  .903,  .908)*  .... 

NA 

Noxious  iquid,  F.,  (16)  n.o.s.  ("trade 

nauTte"  contains  "prindpai  compo¬ 
nents") 

ST  3,  cm  c . 

c 

p 

m 

4m 

4m 

PV 

Restr  ..„ 
Restr 

(.440,  .903,  .908)*  ~ 
409 

MA 

Octane  (ai  isomers) . . 

C 

p 

Hi 

PV 

A 

to 

Oclanol  (ai  isomers)  _ _ 

C 

p 

tn 

NR 

Open  ... 
PV  . 

Open  ... 
Restr .... 

A 

1-0 

Octene  (M  isomers) _ 

B 

p 

ill 

4m 

A 

,409 _ 

i-D 

Octyt  aldehydes _ _ _ 

B 

p 

ill 

4m 

PV 

Restr .... 

A 

.409,  .440,  .908(b)  „.. 

l-Tl 

•Oc^  nltMes  (ai  isomers),  see 

Alkyl(C7-C9)  nHrales. 

Olein  mixtures  (C5-C7) . . . 

C 

p 

Hi 

4m 

PV 

Restr  .... 

A 

409  .  _ 

1-0 

Olein  mixtures  (C5-C1^ _ _ 

B 

p 

HI 

4m 

PV 

Restr .... 

A 

,409 .  .  - 

H) 

aipha-Olelns  (OS-CIB)  mixtures _ 

B 

p 

IH 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr  _ 

A 

.409,  .440,  .908(a), 

1-0 

Oieum . . . . . . . . 

(b). 

c 

sm 

H 

BO 

PV 

Closed  . 

NSR 

.316,  .408,  .440, 

.526,  .527,  .554, 

Palm  kernel  oH,  iatty  add _ 

.555,  .556,  .602, 
.908(a).  .933, 

.1000,  .1045.  .1052. 

C 

P 

IH 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

B 

.440.  .903,  .908(8), 

NA 

S3252  332  3 
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Table  1— Summary  of  Minimum  Requirements— Continued 


Cargo  name 

IMO 
Annex  II 
pollution 
category 

Haz. 

Cargo 

contain¬ 

ment 

system 

Vent 

height 

Vent 

Gauge 

Fire  pro¬ 
tection 
system 

Special  requirements 
in  46  CFR  Part  153 

Elec¬ 

tric 

hazard 

class' 

and 

group 

a. 

b. 

c. 

d. 

e. 

f. 

Ip 

h. 

I. 

1. 

Palm  kernel  oil,  fatty  acid  methyl 

[Cl 

P 

Ill 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.440,  .903,  .90e(a)  .... 

NA 

ester. 

Paraldehyde . 

c 

S/P 

III 

4m 

PV 

Restr .... 

A 

440,  Qnfl(h) 

l-C 

P<>ntachi^oethAnA . 

B 

S/P 

II 

B/3 

PV 

Restr .... 

NSR 

.316^  .409,  .525, 

NA 

.5M,  .1020. 

1 ,3-PantadiAna  . 

c 

S/P 

III 

4m 

PV 

Restr .... 

A,  B 

.526.  .912(a)(1>. 

H) 

.1002,  .1004. 

PaninnA  (aII  IsnmArs)  . 

c 

p 

III 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

400  . 

F-D 

Pentene  (all  Isomers)  . . . 

c 

p 

III 

4m 

PV 

Restr .... 

A 

400 

1-0 

+n-Pentyl  propionate  . . . 

c 

p 

III 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

400  . 

l-D 

Perchloroethylene . 

B 

III 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

NSR 

52fi  . 

NA 

•Phertoi  (or  sokjbons  with  5%  or 

C 

II 

B/3 

PV  . 

Closed  . 

A 

.408.  .440,  .488, 

1-0 

more  Phenol). 

.525,  .526,  .906(a), 

(b),  .933,  .1020. 

l-PhenyW-xylyl  ethane  . 

c 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A,  B 

Norre . 

NA 

Phosphoric  a^ . 

D 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

NSR 

.554,  .555,  .558, 

l-B 

.1045,  .1052. 

Phthaiic  anhydride  (moiten) . 

c 

S/p 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

.440,  .908(a),  (b) 

1-0 

Pinene . 

B 

p 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

.409  . 

1-0 

•Pina  oil  . 

c 

p 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

.440,  .908(a) 

1-0 

•Polyalkyl(C18-C22)  acrylate  In  Xy- 

C 

p 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

.409,  .440,'  .^, 

NA 

lene. 

.908(a). 

•Polyalkylene  oxide  polyol . 

c 

p 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

.440,  .903,  .908(a)  .... 

NA 

4-Poly(24')cydic  aromatics . 

A 

p 

4m 

PV 

Restr .... 

400  . 

k-0 

Polyettrylerie  polyamines . 

C 

S/p 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ...' 

A 

.236(b),  (C),  .400, 

NA 

.440,  .908(b). 

Polyfarric  suifata  soliiSon  . 

c 

S/p 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

NSR 

.238(d)  . 

NA 

Polymethyterie  polyphenyl 

0 

s 

B/3 

PV  . 

Closed  . 

A.C«,  D 

.236  (a),  (b),  .409, 

NA 

isocyanate*. 

.500,  .501,  .525, 

.526,  .602,  .1000, 

.1020. 

•t-PolyoiefInamine  in  alkyl(C2- 

(C) 

p 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

.409,  .440,  .903, 

1-0 

C4)ben2enes. 

.908(a). 

•fPol)^fin  phosphorosulfide,  barium 

c 

p 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

(.440,  .903,  .906(a))^ 

NA 

derivative  (C28-C2S0). 

Potassium  hydroxide  solution,  see 

Caustic  potaoh  solution 

^.PntAAsiiim  niAAtA  . 

c 

p 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.409  . 

NA 

•rPropariH,  Mesityl  oxide,  Isophorone 

(B) 

s/p 

III 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A.B 

.409,  .440,  .526, 

NA 

mixture. 

.908(a),(b). 

iso-Propanoiamine . 

C 

s/p 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.236  (b),  (C),  .440, 

1-0 

.526,  .903,  .908(b). 

n-Propaix)lamlne  . 

C 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A,  0 

.236  (b),  (C),  .440, 

NA 

.526,  .908(b). 

Propionaldahyda . 

D 

s 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

.316,  .526,  .527  . 

1-0 

Propionic  add . 

D 

s 

4m 

PV 

Restr .... 

A 

.238(a),  .527,  .554  .... 

1-0 

Propionic  anhyriridA  . 

c 

s/p 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

.238(a),  .526  . 

1-0 

PropionitrilA  . 

C 

s/p 

B/3 

PV  . 

Closed  . 

A,  D 

.252,  .316,  .336, 

1-0 

.408,  .525,  .526, 

.527,  .1020. 

iso>Propylamina . 

c 

s/p 

B/3 

PV  . 

Closed  . 

C,  D 

.236(b),  (c),  .372, 

W) 

.408,  .440,  .525, 

.526,  .527,  .1020. 

n-PmpylArninA . 

c 

s/p 

B/3 

PV  . 

Closed  . 

A.C,  D 

.236(b),  (c),  .406, 

1-0 

.500.  .526, 

.527,  .1020. 

n-Propylbenzen* . 

c 

p 

III 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

.409  . 

M) 

+n-Propyl  chloride . 

D 

s 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A,  B 

.409  . 

M) 

iso.PmpylcyciohaifArM  . 

c 

p 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

.409,  .440,  .903, 

1-0 

.908(a). 

Propytana  dimar  . 

c 

p 

4m 

PV 

Restr .... 

A 

.409  . 

NA 

Prrkpyiana  oxtria  . 

D 

s 

II 

B/3 

PV  . 

Closed  . 

A.C 

.372,  .408,  .440, 

l-B 

.500,  .526,  .530, 

. 

.1010,  .1011. 

Propylene  tetramer . 

B 

p 

Fill 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

.409  . 

1-0 
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Table  1— Summary  of  Minimum  Requirements— Continued 


Cargo  name 

IMO 
Armex  11 
pollution 
category 

Haz. 

a 

Cargo 

contain¬ 

ment 

system 

Vent 

height 

Vent 

Gauge 

Special  requirements 
in  46  CFR  Part  153 

Elec¬ 

trical 

hazard 

dass 

and 

group 

a. 

b. 

c. 

d. 

e. 

f. 

9- 

h. 

i. 

i- 

Propylene  Irlmer . 

B 

P 

Ill 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

.409  . 

l-D 

iMvPmpyl  Alhmr  . 

D 

S 

ill 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

.409,  .500,  .515, 
•912(a)(1). 

.236(b),  .409  . 

l-D 

PyrWIne . 

s 

III 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

m 

Rosin,  see  Rosin  oH. 

Rosin  oH . . . 

B 

p 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.409,  .440,  .488, 

l-D 

Rosin  soap  (disproporllorwted)  solu- 

B 

p 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.908(a),  (b). 

.409  . 

NA 

Son. 

■fSodium  aluminate  solution . 

D 

s 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

NSR 

.236(a),(b),(c),(g). 

NA 

Sodium  borohydride  (15%  or  less), 

C 

S/P 

ill 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

NSR 

933 

.2^(a),  (b),  (c).  (g), 

NA 

Sodium  hydroxide  solution. 

Sodium  chlorate  solution  (50%  or 

III 

s 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

NSR 

.440,  .908(a),  .933. 
.409,  .933,  .1065  . 

NA 

less). 

Sodium  (Schromate  solution  (70%  or 

C 

s/p 

II 

B/3 

Open  ... 

Closed  . 

NSR 

.236(b),  (c),  .408, 

NA 

less). 

•Sodium  (Smelhyl  naphthalene 
sulfonate  solution,  see  Dimethyl 
naphthalene  sulfonic  acid,  sodium 
salt  solution. 

Sodium  hydrogen  sirtfide  (6%  or 

(C] 

p 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

NSR 

.525,  .933,  .1020. 

None  . 

NA 

less),  S^um  catt>onate  (3%  or 
less)  solution. 

Sodium  hydrogen  sulfite  solution 

D 

s 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

NSR 

None  . 

1 

NA 

(35%  or  less). 

Sodium  hydrosulfide  solution  (45% 

B 

s/p 

III 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

NSR 

.526,  .409,  .440, 

NA 

or  less). 

Sodium  hydrosulfide.  Ammonium 

B 

s/p 

11 

B/3 

PV  . 

Closed  . 

A.  C 

.908(b),  .933. 

.236(a),  (b),  (c),  (g). 

NA 

sulfide  solution. 

Sodium  hydroxide  solution,  see 
Caustic  soda  solution 
•Sodium  hypochlorite  solution  (15% 

C 

s/p 

III 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

NSR 

.316,  .372,  .408, 
.525,  .526,  .527, 
.933,  .1002,  .1020. 

.236(a),  (b),  .933  . 

NA 

or  less).  ' 

•fSodium  lor>g  chain  alkyl  salicylate 

IC] 

p 

ill 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

(.440,  .903,  .908(a))’ 

NA 

(C13+). 

Sodium-2-mercaptobenzothiazol  so- 

B 

s/p 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

NSR 

•236(a).  (b).  (c).  (g). 

NA 

lution. 

•Sodium  N-methykMtNocarbamate 
solution,  see  Metam  sodium  solu¬ 
tion. 

•Sodium  naphthadene  sulfonate  so¬ 
lution  (40%  or  less),  see  Naph¬ 
thalene  suifor)ic  add,  sodium  salt 
solution  (40%  or  less). 

•Sodium  raphthenate  solution,  see 
Naphthenic  add,  sodium  salt  solu¬ 
tion. 

Sodium  nitrite  solution . 

B 

s/p 

II 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

NSR 

.409,  .440,  .908(b). 
.933. 

.408,  .525(a).  (c),  (d). 

NA 

4-Sodium  petroleiKn  sulfonate  . 

B 

s/p 

II 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

(e),  .1020. 

.409,  .440,  .908(a)  .... 

NA 

•fSodium  sulfide  solution  (15%  or 

B 

s/p 

III 

B/3 

PV  . 

Closed  . 

NSR 

.236(a),(b),  .409, 

NA 

less). 

-r-Sodium  sulfite  solution  (25%  or 

C 

p 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

NSR 

.440,  .526,  .908(b). 
.409,  .440,  .908(b)  .... 

NA 

less). 

•fSodhjm  tartrates  and  morx>-/di- 

D 

s 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A.B 

.238(e)  . 

NA 

succinate  solution. 

Sodium  thiocyanate  solution  (56%  or 

B 

p 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

NSR 

.238(a).  .409  . 

NA 

less). 

Styrerre  monomer . 

B 

SIP 

III 

4m 

PV 

Open  ... 

A.  B 

.236(b),  .409, 
•912(a)(1), 

.1002(a),  (b),  .1004. 

l-D 
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Table  1— Summary  of  Mini^hjm  Requirements— Continued 


Cargo  name 

IMO 
Annex  II 
pollution 
category 

Haz. 

Cargo 

contain¬ 

ment 

system 

Vent 

height 

Vent 

Gauge 

Fire  pro- 
teebon 
system 

Special  requiremertts 

In  46  CFR  Part  153 

Elec¬ 

trical 

hazard 

dass 

and 

group 

a. 

b. 

c. 

d. 

e. 

f. 

g- 

h. 

1. 

1. 

■«-Sulfohydrocart)on,  long  chain 

B 

P 

Ill 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.409;  (.440,  .903, 

NA 

(C18f)  alky(€unine  mixture. 

.908(a))\ 

Sulfur  (molten) . 

S 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

NSR 

.252,  .440,  .526,  .545 

l-C 

Sulfuric  add . 

c 

S/P 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

NSR 

.440,  .554,  .555. 

h-B 

.556,  .602,  .908 

(a),  (b).  .933, 

.1000,  .1045, 

.1046,  .1052. 

Tall  oU  (crude  arrd  distilled) . 

B 

P 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.409,  .440,  .488, 

NA 

.908(a),  (b). 

Tali  oil,  fatty  add  (resirt  adds  less 

C 

P 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.440,  .908(a),  (b) _ 

NA 

than  20%). 

-r-Talt  oH  fatty  add,  barium  salt  . 

B 

S/P 

III 

NR 

O^n  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.409,  .440,  .908(a)  .... 

NA 

Tall  dl  soap  (disproportionated)  so- 

B 

p 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.409,  .440,  .908(a). 

NA 

lutlon. 

(b). 

1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane  . 

B 

S/p 

III 

B/3 

PV 

Restr  .... 

NSR 

.316 

NA 

.5^.  .1020.  ’ 

Tetradecylbenzene . 

[C] 

p 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

4en,  onfl(h) 

F-0 

Tetraethylenepentamirre^  . 

0 

s 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.236(b).  (c).  (a)  _ ... 

l-C 

Tntrahyrimfiimn  . 

D 

s 

ill 

4m 

PV 

Restr  .... 

A.D 

.526  912(a)(2) 

l-C 

.1004. 

Tetrahydronaphthalene . 

C 

p 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

None  ............. _ ...... 

M) 

1,2,3,^Tetramethy1benzene . 

C 

p 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

None  . . . 

1-0 

Toi^^ene . . 

c 

p 

III 

4m 

PV 

RMtr  .... 

A 

ana 

1-0 

TnItJAnAdlAminA  . 

c 

s/p 

II 

B/3 

PV 

PJasaH  . 

A,  B,  C, 

.236(a1.  (b1  (cl  (a1 

NA 

D 

.316,  .406,  .440, 

.525,  .526,  .527, 

.906(a),  (b),  .933, 

.1020. 

ToIuatm  riiiftnnyanAtae  . 

c 

s/p 

4m 

PV 

Closed  . 

A,  C«,  D 

.236(b),  .316  .408, 

hO 

.4^',  .500,  .501, 

.525,  .526,  .527, 

.602,  .908(b), 

.1000,  .1020. 

o-Toiuidir)e . 

c 

s/p 

B/3 

PV  . 

Closed  . 

A.C 

.316,  .408,  .525, 

1-0 

.526,  .9M,  .1020. 

Tributyl  phosphate . 

B 

p 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.409  . 

1-0 

1,2,4-TrichlorohAn7ftn«  . 

B 

s/p 

II 

4m 

PV 

Restr  .... 

A,  B.C 

.409,  .440,  .526, 

1-0 

.908(0).' 

•1,1,1-Trichloroethane . 

C 

p 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

409  . 

M) 

•1,1,2-Trichloroethane . 

c 

s/p 

B/3 

PV 

Restr  .... 

NSR 

.409,  .525,  .526,.933, 

1-0 

.1020. 

•Trlchloroethyie"e . 

c 

s/p 

III 

B/3 

PV 

Restr  .... 

NSR 

.316,  .409,  .525, 

1-0 

.5M,  .1020. 

•1,2,3-Trichlor'^c''opane . 

s/p 

II 

B/3 

PV 

Closed  . 

A,  B,  C, 

.316,  .408,  .525, 

1-0 

D 

.5^,  S33,  .1020. 

1 ,1 ,2-T richloro-1 ,2,2-trifluoroethane  . 

p 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

NSR 

None . 

NA 

Tricresyl  phosphate  (less  than  1%  of 

p 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.409  . 

M) 

the  ortho  isoner). 

Tricresyl  phospnate  (1%  or  rrxxe  of 

s/p 

4m 

PV  . 

Closed  . 

A.  B 

.408,  .525(a),  (c).  (d). 

F-O 

the  ortho  isomer). 

(e),  .1020. 

Tridecyibenzene  . 

p 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

NSR 

440.  QOR/h>  . 

1-0 

Triethariolamine . 

s 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.236(a),  (b),  (c),  (g)  ... 

l-C 

Triethylamine  . 

c 

s/p 

11 

B/3 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A.  B.C 

.236(b).  (c),  .525, 

l-C 

.5M,  .'527,  .1020. 

Triethylbenzene  . 

A 

p 

II 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.409  . 

1-0 

Triethyiene  glycol  di-(2- 

(Cl 

p 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

None  . 

l-C 

ethyibutyrate). 

Triethylenetetramine . 

s 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.236(a),  (b),  (c)  - - 

l-C 

Triathyl  phosphite  . 

S  ' 

III 

B/3 

PV 

Restr .... 

A,  B,  D 

.526  . 

NA 

■fTrifluralin  in  Xylene . 

s/p 

11 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A,B 

.409,  .526 . 

1-0 

•fTriisopropylated  phenyl  phosphates 

p 

II 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.409  . . 

NA 

Trimethyiacetic  add . 

s 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A.C 

.238(a),  .266,  .554  ... 

1-0 
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Table  1— Summary  of  Minimum  Requirements— Continued 


% 

Cargo  name 

IMO 
Anrtex  II 
pollution 
category 

Haz. 

Cargo 

ccxitain- 

ment 

system 

Vent 

height 

Vent 

Gauge 

Fire  pro¬ 
tection 
system 

Special  requirements 
in  46  CFR  Part  153 

Elec¬ 

trical 

hazard 

class 

and 

group 

a. 

b. 

c. 

d. 

e. 

f. 

9- 

h. 

i. 

|. 

•r-TfImethylamine  solution  (30%  or 

C 

S/P 

II 

B/3 

PV  . 

Closed  . 

A.C 

.236(a),(b),(c),(g), 

I-C 

less). 

.316,  .372,  .408, 

.440,  .525,  .526, 

.527,  .908(b),  ,1020. 

•Trimethylbenzer)e  (all  isomers) . 

B 

P 

ill 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

.409  . 

l-D 

Tilmethylhexamethylenediamine 

D 

s 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A,  C 

.236  (a),  (b),  (c),  (g). 

NA 

(2,2,4-  WKl  2,4,4-  isomers). 

.409. 

Trfmettiylhex«T>ethyier>e 

B 

s/p 

II 

B/3 

PV  . 

Closed  . 

A.  C“ 

.316,  .409,  .500, 

NA 

diisocyanate  (2^,4-  and  2,4,4- 

.501,  .525,  .526, 

iscxners)*. 

.602,  .1000,  .1020. 

2.2,4'Trlmethyl-l  ,3-pentanediol-1  - 

p 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

None  . 

l-D 

isobutyrate. 

Trimathyl  phosphite  . 

s 

III 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A,  D 

.409,  .526,  .602, 

l-D 

.1600. 

4.1,3,S-Trioxane . 

s 

III 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A.D 

.409  . 

I-C 

Trixytenyl  phosphete . 

p 

1 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.408  . 

NA 

Trix^  phosphate,  see  Trixylenyl 

phosphate. 

i 

Turpentine . 

B 

p 

ill 

4fn 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

.409  . 

l-D 

Undecar)oic  acid . 

C 

p 

III 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.440,  .903,  .908(a), 

NA 

(b). 

1-Undecene  . 

B 

p 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.409  . 

l-D 

Ikwler^  elmhni  . 

B 

p 

ill 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.440,  .908(b)  . 

l-D 

llrwtacylhAnzAne  . 

[C] 

p 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

Ncxte  . 

l-D 

c 

III 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

.236(b),  .526  . 

l-D 

(ccxitaining  more  than  2%  NH  3). 

ino-X/al^fftidehyr^  . 

c 

s/p 

III 

4m  1 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

.500,  .526  . 

I-C 

n-VelemIrlAhyrie . 

D 

s 

ill 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

.500,  .526  . 

I-C 

Vinyl  acetate . 

c 

s/p 

III 

4m 

PV  . 

Open  ... 

A 

.912(a)(1),  .1002  (a). 

l-D 

(b),  .1Cj04. 

Vinyl  ethyl  -ether . 

c 

s/p 

4m 

PV  . 

Closed  . 

A 

.236(b),  (d),  (f),  (g). 

I-C 

.252,  .372,  .408, 

.440,  .500,  .515, 

.526,  .527, 

.912(a)(1),  .1002 

(a),  (b),  .1004. 

•Vinyliderie  chloride . 

D 

s 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

B 

.236  (a),  (b),  .372, 

l-D 

.409,  .440,  .550, 

.526,  .527, 

.912(aX1),  .1002 

(a),  (b),  .1004. 

Vinyl  neodecaruite . 

B 

s/p 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A,  B 

.409,  .912(a)(1), 

NA 

.1002  (a),  (b). 

- 

.1004. 

Vinyltniuene  . 

A 

s/p 

III 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr  .... 

A,  B.  D 

.236  (a),  (b),  (c),  (g). 

l-D 

.409,  .912(a)(1), 

.1002(a),  (b),  .1004. 

White  spirit  (low  (15-20%)  aromatic) 

B 

p 

II 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

.409  . 

NA 

Xylenes*  (ortho-,  meta-,  para-) . 

C 

p 

III 

4m 

PV  . 

Restr .... 

A 

.409,  .440,  .908(b)®  .. 

l-D 

Xylenol . 

B 

s/p 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A,  B 

.409,  .440,  .908(a), 

NA 

(b). 

•fZinc  aikaryl  dithiophosphate  (C7- 

C 

p 

III 

NR  ' 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

(.440,  .903,  .908(a))’ 

NA 

Cl  6). 

•fZirK  alkyl  dithiophosphate  (C3- 

B 

p 

III 

NR 

Open  ... 

Open  ... 

A 

.409;  (.440,  .903, 

NA 

C14). 

.908(a))’. 

•f  denotes  newly  added  products. 

Items  wHh  a  txjflet  (•)  or  in  boldface  are  changes  per  CQO  92-100. 

Column  Heading  Footnotes: 

a.  The  cargo  name  must  be  as  It  appears  In  this  column  (see  153.900,  153.907).  Words  in  italics  are  not  part  of  the  cargo  name  but  may  be 
used  in  addition  to  the  cargo  name.  When  one  entry  refererKes  another  entry  by  use  of  the  word  "saef,  and  both  names  are  in  roman  type, 
either  name  may  be  used  as  the  cargo  name  (e.g.,  Dtethyl  ether,  see  Ethyl  ether).  However,  the  referenced  entry  is  preferred. 

b.  This  column  lists  the  IMO  Anr>ex  II  Pollution  Category. 

A.  B.  C.  D— NLS  Category  of  Annex  II  of  MARPOL  73/78. 

Ill— Appendix  III  of  Annex  II  (non-NLS  cargoes)  of  MARPOL  73^8. 
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•—No  determination  of  NLS  status.  For  shippirta  on  an  oceangoing  vessel,  see  46  CFR  153.900(c). 

[  ]— A  NLS  category  in  brackets  indicates  that  me  product  is  provisionaily  categorized  and  that  further  data  are  necessary  to  complete  the 
evaluation  of  its  poilution  hazards.  Until  the  hazard  evaluation  is  corr^ted,  the  pollution  category  tesigned  is  used. 

O— The  NLS  category  has  been  assigned  by  the  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  in  absence  of  one  assigned  by  the  IMO.  The  category  is  based  upon 
a  GESAMP  Hazard  Profile  or  by  analogy  to  a  closely  related  product  having  an  NLS  assigned. 

c.  This  column  lists  the  hazard(s)  of  the  commodity: 

S— The  comrTKxlity  is  included  because  of  its  safety  hazards. 

P— The  commodity  is  irxiiuded  because  of  its  poliution  hazards. 

S/P— The  commodity  is  included  because  of  both  its  safety  and  pollution  hazards. 

d.  This  column  lists  the  type  of  containment  system  the  cargo  must  have  (see  153.230  through  153.232). 

e.  This  column  lists  the  height  of  any  vent  riser  required  (see  153.350  and  153.351). 

f.  This  column  lists  any  vent  control  valve  required  (see  153.355). 

g.  This  column  lists  the  type  of  gauging  system  required  (see  153.400  through  153.406). 

h.  This  column  lists  the  type  of  fire  protection  system  required.  Where  more  than  one  system  is  listed,  any  iisted  system  may  be  used.  A  dry 
chemical  system  may  not  be  substituted  for  either  type  of  foam  system  uniess  the  dry  chemical  system  is  listed  as  an  alternative  or  the 
substitution  is  approved  by  Commandant  (G-MTH)  (see  153.460).  The  types  are  as  follows: 

A  is  a  foam  system  for  water  soluble  cargoes  (polar  solvent  foam). 

B  Is  a  foam  system  for  water  insoluble  cargoes  (non-polar  solvent  foam). 

C  is  a  water  spray  system. 

0  is  a  dry  chemical  system. 

NSR  means  there  is  no  special  requirement  applying  to  fire  protection  systems. 

i.  This  column  lists  sections  that  apply  to  the  cargo  in  addition  to  the  general  requirements  of  this  part  The  153  Part  number  is  omitted. 

j.  This  column  lists  the  electriccd  hazard  class  emd  group  used  for  the  cargo  when  detennining  requirements  for  electrical  equipment  under 
Subchapter  J  (Electrical  Engineering)  of  this  chapter. 

A  number  of  electrical  h^rd  class  and  group  assignments  are  based  upon  that  which  appears  in  “Classification  of  Gases,  Liquids  and 
Volatile  Solids  Relative  to  Euiiosion-Proof  Electrical  Equipment",  Publication  NMAB  353-5,  National  Academy  Press,  1982,  when  not  appearing 
in  NFPA  497M,  “MarHial  for  Classification  of  Gases,  Liquids  and  Dusts  for  Electrical  Equipment  in  Hazardous  Classified  Locations.” 

The  l-B  electrical  hazard  does  not  apply  to  weather  deck  locations  (see  46  CFR  Part  111)  for  organic  acids:  Chlorosuifonic  acid;  Hydrochloric 
acid;  Nitrating  add;  Nitric  add  (70%  or  less);  Oleum;  Phosphoric  add;  Sulfuric  acid. 

Abbreviations  used  in  the  Table: 

NR — No  requirement. 

NA — Not  applicable. 

Abbreviations  for  Noxious  Liquid  cargoes: 

N.F.— norvflammabie  (flash  point  greater  than  60  deg  C  (140  deg  F)  dosed  cup  (cc)). 

F.— flammable  (flash  point  less  than  or  equal  to  60  deg  C  (140  deg  F)  closed  cup  (cc)). 
n.o.s. — not  otherwise  spedfied. 

ST— Ship  type. 

Cat— Pollution  category. 

Footnotes  for  Spedfic  Cargoes: 

1.  Special  applicability: 

153.440  and  .908(a)  apply  to  the  chemical,  and  mixtures  containing  the  chemical,  with  a  viscosity  of  25  mPa.s  at  20  deg  C  (68  deg  F). 
153.440  and  .908(b)  apply  to  the  chemical,  and  mixtures  containing  the  chemical,  with  a  melting  point  of  0  deg  C  (32  deg  F)  and  wove. 
153.488  applies  to  the  chemical,  and  mixtures  containing  the  chemical,  with  a  melting  point  of  15  deg  C  (59  deg  F)  and  above. 

2.  Benzene  containing  cargoes. 

/^plies  to  mixtures  conUtining  no  other  components  with  safety  hazards  and  where  the  pollution  category  is  C  or  less. 

3.  Diammonium  salt  of  Zinc  ethylenediaminetetraacetic  acid  solution;  Tetraethylenepentamine. 

Aluminum  is  a  questionable  material  of  construction  with  this  cargo  since  pitting  and  corrosion  has  been  reported.  The  IMO  Chemical 
Code  prohibits  aluminum  as  a  material  of  construction  for  this  cargo. 

4.  2,4-Dichloropher>ol. 

Some  tank  pitting  has  been  reported  when  this  cargo  is  contaminated  with  water,  induding  moisture  in  the  air.  The  IMO  Chemicai  Code 
requires  that  the  vapor  space  over  this  cargo  be  kept  dry. 

5.  Dinitrotoiuene. 

Dinitrotoluene  should  not  be  carried  in  deck  tanks. 

6.  Diphenylmethane  diisocyanate;  Isophorone  diisocyanate;  Polymethylene  polyphenyl  isocyanate;  Toluene  diisocyanate; 
Trimethyihexamethylene  diisocyanate  (2,2,4-  and  2,4,4-  isomers). 

Water  is  effedive  in  extinguishing  open  air  fires  but  will  generate  hazardous  quantities  q|  gas  if  put  on  the  cargo  in  erv:k)sed  spaces. 

7.  Maleic  anhydride;  1-  or  2-Nitropropane;  Nitropropane  (60%),  Nitroethane  (40%)  mixture. 

Dry  chemical  extinguishers  should  not  be  used  on  fires  Involving  these  cargoes  since  some  dry  chemicals  may  react  with  the  cargo  arvl 
cause  an  explosion. 

8.  Xylenes. 

Special  requirement  .908(b)  only  applies  to  the  para-  (p-)  Isomer,  and  mixtures  containing  the  para-  isomer  having  a  melting  point  of  0  deg 
C  (32  F)  or  more. 
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Table  2  [Revised] 

37.  Table  2  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

•  •  •  •  • 


Cargoes 

Pottution 

Cat¬ 

egory 

2-Amino-2-hydroxymethyl-1 ,3- 

III 

propanediol  aolulion. 

•Ammonium  hydrogen  phosphate 

O 

solution. 

Ammonium  nitrate  solution  (45%  or 

D 

less). 

•Ammonium  nitrate,  Urea  solution 

D 

(2%  or  leas  NH^),  see  also  Urea, 
Ammonium  nitrate  .solution 
(2%  or  leaa  NHj). 

Ansnonlum  phospheis  solution  . 

i 

•Ammonium  phosphate.  Urea  sokj- 

D 

•on,  see  also  Urea,  Ammonium 
phosphate  solution. 

•Ammonium  polyphosphate  solu- 

0 

•on. 

Ammonium  sulfate  solution  (20%  or 

D 

less). 

Appia  jiiiRA  . 

ill 

Caidum  bromide  solution  . 

III 

Calcium  carbonate  slurry . 

III 

Calcium  chlorlds  solution . 

III 

Calcium  hydroxide  slurry  _ 

D 

Caidum  nitrate.  Magnesium  nitrate. 

III 

Potassium  chloride  solution. 

Chlorinated  paraffins  (C14-C17) 

III 

(with  52%  Chlorine). 

2-Chioro-4-ethylamir>o-6- 

f 

isopropylamlno-5-triazine  soiuliott. 

(Xioline  cMoiide  solution _ 

0 

Clay  slurry _ _ _  _ 

w 

Coal  skifiy . 

III 

Dextrose  solution  ...... 

IH 

Oiethyler>etriamine  pentaacetic 

III 

ad^  penlaaodium  saM  solution. 

1,4-Dihydro-9,10-<fihydroxy  anthra- 

D 

carte,  dtoodium  salt  solution. 

Dodecanylsucdnic  add. 

D 

iSpotasBlum  salt  solution. 

Drilling  brine  (containing  Caidum, 

III 

Potassium,  or  Sodium  salts). 

•DriOirtg  brine  (corttaining  Zinc 

B 

salts). 

Drttirtg  mud  (low  toxidty)  fit  non- 

(III] 

tanwnatle  and  non-combus»le). 

Ethylsnediaminetetraacetic  ad^ 

D 

Miaaodksn  salt  soMion. 

Ethylene-Vinyl  acetate  copolymer 

III 

(entulsion). 

Feofe  hydroayethyls>iylonedtomlne 

D 

triacetic  add.  trteodium  salt  solu¬ 
tion. 

•Rsh  solubles  (wafer  based  fish 

tu 

msaf  extracts). 

Fructose  solution  _ _ 

• 

Qkiooss  solution . . . . 

Hi 

Qiycine,  sodium  salt  solution _ 

III 

•Haxamelhylenediamine  adipate 

D 

soMoa 

N-(HydrDxyethyl)ethylene(fiambte 

D 

triacetic  add,  trisodksn  salt  solu- 
lioa 

Kaoln  day  solution _  _ 

in 

Kaoln  siu^ _ 

tn 

Ca^foee 

PoBuSon 

Cat¬ 

egory 

Kraft  pulling  liquor  (free  alkali  con¬ 
tent,  1%  or  less)  Including:  Black, 
Green,  or  WNte  tquor. 

« 

Lignin  liquor  (free  alkali  contenL 
1%  or  less) 

Including:. 

* 

Calcium  ligrK)Suifonate  solution 

OIS 

Sodium  lignosuifonata  solution 

OUi 

Lignin  sulfonic  add,  sodium  saN  so- 
kitibn. 

Ml 

Magnesium  chloride  sokrtion _ 

III 

Magnesium  hydroxide  slurry _ 

III 

Milk . . . . . 

Ml 

Molasses  .*. . . . 

III 

Molasses  residue  (from  larnmOa- 
6on). 

P«1 

■fNaphthenIc  add,  sodium  salt  solu¬ 
tion. 

A 

•Noxious  liquid,  N.F.,  (1)  njos, 
f  trade  name”  contains  "prindple 
components’*)  ST  1,  Cat  A  (it 
non-2ammatle  or  non-combus¬ 
tible). 

A 

•Noxious  liquid,  N.F.,  (3)  n.o.s. 
(trade  name”  contains  “prindple 
components”)  ST  2,  Cat  A  (// 
rron-tlammable  or  non-combus- 
llble). 

A 

•Noxious  liqukl.  N.F..  (5)  nx>.s. 
(trade  name”  contains  “prindple 
comporrents”)  ST  2,  Cat  B  (if 
nort-flammaUe  or  non-combus¬ 
tible). 

B 

•Noxious  liquid,  N.F..  (6)  n.o.s. 
(“trade  rrame”  contains  “principie 
components”)  ST  2,  Cat  B.  mp. 
equal  to  or  greater  than  15  de^ 
C  (If  rnxi-flarnmable  or  non-com- 
tHtstible). 

B 

•Noxious  Squid.  N.F„  (9)  n.o.8. 
flrade  name”  contairts  “prindple 
components”)  ST  3,  Cat  A  fif 
non-flammable  or  non-combus¬ 
tible). 

A 

•Noxious  Squid,  N.F.,  (11)  n.o.s. 
ftrade  name”  contains  “i^ndple 
components”)  ST  3,  Cat  B  (if 
rK)n-flammable  or  fK>n-combus- 
tfble). 

B 

•Noxk^s  Squid,  N.F..  (12)  n.o.s. 
ftrade  negne"  contains  “prtnc^ 
components”)  ST  3,  Cat  B,  mp. 
equal  to  or  greater  than  IS  de^ 
C  (If  non-flantmable  or  rxin-conrh 
bustible). 

B 

•Notdous  Iquld,  N.F.,  (15)  n.o.s. 
flrade  name”  contains  “principle 
components”)  ST  3,  Cat  C  (if 
twi-flammable  or  rx)n-combus- 
tlbfe). 

C 

Noxious  Squid,  n.o.s.  (17)  (“trade 
name,”  contains  “prind^  com¬ 
ponents”),  Category  D  (if  non¬ 
flammable  or  non-combustS}le). 

D 

Non-r>oxious  liquid,  n.o.s.  (18) 
(trade  rtame,”  contains  “prin- 
dpai  components").  Appendix  III 
Of  non-tlsmnmable  or  non-com¬ 
bustible). 

ill 

Cargoes 

Polution 

1  Cat- 
;  •9o»y 

Pentasodkjm  salt  of 

111 

Diethylenetriamlne  pentaacetic 
acid  solution,  see 

Diethyler)etri2UT)ine  pentaacetic 
eidd,  pentasodium  salt  solution. 
Polyaluminum  cNoiido  solution  _ _ 

ill 

Sewage  sludge,  treated  (treated  so 

• 

as  to  pose  no  addittonal 
decompositional  and  fire  hazard; 
stable,  non-corrosive,  non-tordc, 
non-flammable). 

Silica  slurry . . . . 

nil] 

Sludge,  treated  (treated  so  as  to 

$ 

pose  no  additiortal 

decompositional  and  Sre  hazard; 
stetole,  nothoorroslve,  non-tordc, 
non-hammable). 

Sodium  dumirtosilicate  slurry  . . 

III 

Sodium  carbonate  solution _ 

D 

Sodium  naphthenate  solution  (free 

A 

aSraS  contenL  3%  or  less),  aee 
Naphlherwc  a^  eodium  s^  so¬ 
lution. 

•Sodium  poly(4^)acrytate  solulion 

M 

•Sodium  silicate  solution _ 

C 

•Sodium  sulfate  solution _ 

III 

Sorbitol  solution  . . 

III 

Tetratsodium  salt  of 

D 

Ethylenediaminetetraacetfc  add 
solution,  see 

Ethylenedlaminetetraacetic  add, 
tetrasodium  salt  solution. 
1,1,1-Trichloroothane _ 

B 

1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2.2-trifiuoroethane  ' 

C 

Trisodlum  salt  of  N-(Hydroxyethyl)- 

D 

ethylenediaminetriacetic  add  so- 
luSon,  see  H-  \ 

(Hydroxyethyl)elhylenediamir«s 
triaceMc  add,  trisodium  salt  solu- 
•on. 

Urea,  Ammonium  mono-  and  di-hy- 

0 

dtogen  phosphate.  Potassium ; 
chloride  ^utiorL 

•Urea,  Ammonium  nitrate  soluMon 

0 

(2%  or  less  NH3),  see  also  Am¬ 
monium  nitrate.  Urea  solution 
(2%  or  less). 

•Urea,  Ammonium  phosphate  solu- 

D 

•on.  see  also  Ammor^um  phos¬ 
phate,  Urea  solution. 

Urea  solution . . 

til 

VanHIan  black  fiquor  (free  aikan 

• 

content,  1%  or  1^). 

Vegetable  protein  solution 

IM 

(hydrofjrsed). 

Vinter  . . 

III 

•Zinc  brorr^de.  Calcium  bromide 
sokitkjn,  see  OdHing  brine  (con¬ 
taining  2Qnc  salts).  ' 

■f  denotes  neWly  added  products. 

Items  with  a  bullet  (•)  or  in  boldface  are 
changes  per  CGD  92-100. 

Explanation  of  Symbols:  As  used  in  this 
table,  the  following  star>d  for: 

A,  B,  C,  D— NLS  Category  of  Annex  II  of 
MARPOL  73/78. 

I — Considered  an  '‘oil”  under  Armex  I  of 
MARPCX.  73/78. 

Ill— Apperxflx  III  of  Annex  11  (rton-NLS 
cargoes)  of  MARPCX.  73/78. 

LFCI— Uquefled  flammable  gas. 
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I— No  determination  of  NLS  statue.  For 
shi^ng  on  an  oceangoing  vessel,  see  46 
CFR1W.900{c). 

[  )— A  NLS  category  in  brackets  indicates 
that  the  product  is  provisioruitty  categorized 
and  that  further  data  are  necessary  to 
complete  the  evaluation  of  Its  pollution 
hazards.  Until  the  hazard  evaluation  is 
completed,  the  poltution  category  assigned  is 


used. 


OThe  NLS  category  has  been  assigned  by 
the  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  in  absence  of  one 
assigned  by  the  IMO.  The  category  is  based 
upon  a  GEsAMP  Hazard  Profile  or  by  analogy 
to  a  dosely  related  product  having  cm  NLs 
assigned. 

Aobrcvlatlons  for  Noxious  liquid 
Cargoes: 

N.F.— notvflammable  (flash  point  greater 
than  60  degrees  C  (140  degrees  F)  c^. 

n.03.— not  otherwise  specified. 

ST — Ship  type. 

Cat— Pollution  category. 


*  «  •  •  * 

Appendix  III  [Redesignated] 

38.  Appendix  m  is  redesignated  as 
Appendix  n. 

Dated:  May  13, 1993. 

A.E.  Henn, 

Rear  Admiral.  Coast  Guard,  Chief,  Office  of 
Marine  Safety,  Security  and  Environmental 
Protection. 

APPENDDCI 

Note. — ^The  following  appendix  will  not 
appear  in  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 

Summary:  The  information  contained  in 
this  appendix  is  for  informational  purposes 
only,  llie  table  below  lists  “upgrades"  to 
current  entries  in  the  IMO  Chemical  Codes 
and  Coast  Guard  tables  and  lists.  This  table 
was  prepared  from  documents  from  the 


following  BCH  meetings:  BCH  19  (September 
11-15, 1989).  BCH  20  (October  1-5, 1990), 
BCH  21  (September  9-13, 1991)  and  BCH  22 
(September  7-11, 1992).  These  and  any  other 
"upgrades"  will  be  proposed  in  future 
rulemakings. 

“Upgrades"  to  current  entries  in  the 
various  tables  consist  of  increased  carriage 
requirements  or  revised,  higher  Pol.  Cat.’8. 
The  Coast  Guard  does  not  consider  a  change 
in  Pol.  Cat.  from  a  provisional,  i.e.,  one 
having  square  brackets  "(  ]”  around  it,  to  a 
final  Pol.  Cat.  as  an  “upgrade"  or 
“downgrade".  It  is  considered  a  final 
assignment  and  takes  effect  immediately 
upon  IMO's  removal  of  provisional  status. 

All  “upgrades"  as  are  currently  knovm  are 
addressed  in  this  appendix. 


Cargo  Name 

Pollution  Category 

Comments 

Current 

Proposed 

Current 

Proposed 

n-Butyl  butyrate . 

Butyl  butyrate  (all  Isomers) . 

C 

B 

(iao-,  n*)  Butyl  acetate . 

Butyl  acetate  (all  isomers)  . 

No  change 

No  change 

sec-But^  acetate . 

Butyl  acetate  (all  isomers) . 

D 

C 

46  CFR  30,  Table  30.25-1. 

Iso-Butyl  acrylate . 

Butyl  acrylate  (alt  isomers)  '. . 

Not 

Not 

46CFR  151,  Table  151.05. 

n-Butyl  acrylate  . 

Butyl  acrylate  (all  Isomers)  . 

applicable 

Not 

applicable 

Not 

46  CFR  151,  Table  151.05. 

(iso-,  n-)  Butyl  acrylate . 

Butyl  acrylate  (all  isomers)  . 

applicable 

D 

applicable 

B 

46  CFR  153,  Table  1. 

Calcium  hypochlorite  solution  (15% 

No  change . 

No  change 

No  change 

46  CFR  153,  Table  1:  Change  In 

or  less). 

Calcium  hypochlorite  solution  (nrKxe 

No  change . . . 

No  change 

No  char>ge 

nruiterlals  of  construction. 

46  CFR  153,  Table  1:  Change  In 

than  15%). 

Crotonaldehyde . 

No  change . 

B 

A 

materials  of  construction. 

Cumene . . . . . 

Propyibenzer^e  (aH  isomers)  . 

B 

A 

2,4-Dichlorophenoxyacetic  acid,  (fi- 

No  change . 

No  change 

No  change 

46  CFR  153,  Table  1:  Materials  of 

methylamine  salt  solution. 
2,4-Dichiorophenoxyacetic  acid. 

No  change . . . 

No  change 

No  change 

corwtruction  requiremerti 

46  CFR  153,  Table  1:  Materials  of 

tiiisopropanoiamine  salt  solution. 
Diethanolamine  . 

No  change . 

III 

D 

construction  requirement 

DiAthyihAn7AnA  . 

No  rhAogA  . 

C 

A 

46  CFR  153,  Table  1;  Type  III  to  II 
Cargo  containment  system. 

Diethylene  glycol . 

No  change . 

III 

D 

Oieth^erte  ^ycol  butyl  ether . 

Poly(2-8)alkylene  glycol 

III 

D 

Diethyiene  glycol  ethyl  ether . 

morK>alkyl(C1-C6)  ether. 
Poly(2-8)alkytene  glycol 

III 

D 

DInitrotoiuene  (molten) . 

morK>aikyl(C1-C6)  ether. 

No  change  . . 

B 

A 

46  CFR  153,  Table  1:  Additional  re- 

Dodecyl  diphenyl  ether  disuifonate 

No  change . 

B 

A 

quirements. 

46  CFR  153,  Table  1:  Reduced  re> 

solution. 

Drilling  brine  (containing  Caldum, 

1.  Drilling  brine  (containing  Calcium 

No  change 

No  change 

quirements. 

46  CFR  153,  Table  2. 

Potassium,  or  Sodium  salts). 

or  Sodium  salts). 

2.  Potassium  chloride  solution  (10% 

III 

C 

46  CFR  153,  Tables  1  and  2. 

Epichlorohydrin  . . M. . 

or  more). 

No  char>ge . 

c 

A 

2-EthoxyefoarK>i  . . 

Ethylene  glycol  monoalkyl  ethers  .... 

No  change 

No  change 

46  CFR  30,  Table  30.25-1:  Delete 

Ethylbenzerte . 

No  change . 

C 

B 

from  table  (health  safety  haz¬ 
ards). 

Eth^ene  glycol  butyl  ether  . . 

Ethylerie  glycol  mortoalkyl  ethers  .... 

III 

D 

46  CFR  30,  Table  30.25-1:  Delete 

Ethylene  glycol  tert-butyl  ether  . 

Ethylene  glycol  monoalkyl  ethers  .... 

III 

0 

from  table  (health  safety  haz¬ 
ards). 

46  CFR  30,  Table  30.25-1*  Delete 

Ethylene  glycol  ethyl  ether . 

Ethylene  glycol  nfK>noalkyl  ethers  .... 

No  change 

No  change 

from  table  (health  safety  haz¬ 
ards). 

46  CFR  30,  Table  30.25-1:  Delets 

from  table  (health  safety  haz¬ 
ards).  ■ 
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Cwpo  Name 

Pottution  Category 

Comments 

Currant 

Proposed 

Current  Proposed 

- 

Ethylene  glyooi  Isopropyl  ether ........ 

Ettiylerte  glycol  monoalk/  ethers  .... 

No  change 

No  chartge 

46  CFP  30.  Table  30.25-1:  Delete 

Ethylene  glycol  methyl  other . . 

Eth^ene  glycol  monoalkyl  ethers  .... 

No  change 

No  change 

from  table  (health  safety  haz¬ 
ards). 

46  CFR  30.  Table  30.25-1:  Delate 

Ethylene  glycol  methyl  efoer  acetate 

No  change . 

D 

C 

from  table  (health  safety  haz¬ 
ards). 

46  CFR  30.  Table  30.25-1:  Delete 

Ethylene  oxide  (30%  or  lees).  Pro- 

Nochange . 

0 

C 

from  table  (health  safety  haz¬ 
ards). 

pylene  oxide  mixture. 
2-Ethyl-3-propyiacrolein - 

No  change _ _ _ 

B 

A 

46  CFR  153.  Table  1:  Reduced  re- 

Metam  eodum  solution - - - 

No  change . —  - 

No  change 

No  change 

quirements. 

46  CFR  153,  Table  1:  Type  III  to  II 

Methyl  alcohol  . 

No  change . .  .. 

111 

D 

Cargo  contairvnent  system 

Motor  fuel  antHmock  compourtds 

No  change  .............. _ _ _ _ 

No  chartge 

No  change 

46  CFR  153.  Table  1:  Type  tl  to  1 

(containing  lead  attcyls). 
(o-4>-)Nitrololuene  ... _ 

No  change . . . 

C 

(B) 

Cfugo  containrrtent  system. 

Octyl  acetate . . 

No  change  -.  .. 

D 

C 

46  CFR  153,  Table  1:  Add  to  table. 

Pentane  (aH  isomers) 

No  chartge  _ _ _ _  _ _ _ 

No  chartge 

No  change 

46  CFR  153,  Table  1:  Addition^  re- 

Penlerw  (aM  isomers)  . . — 

No  charrge . . . . 

No  change 

No  change 

quirentent. 

46  CFR  153,  Table  1:  Additional  re- 

Perchloroethylarte  . . 

No  change . 

No  chartge 

No  change 

QuicsfUdoL 

46  CFR  153,  Table  1:  Vent  height. 

p,^ _ 

1.  alpha-PInene  ........ 

B  . 

A 

4m  to  B/3:  additiortai  requkerrtent 

2.  beta-Pinene .  . 

B 

B 

Polypropylene  glycol  methyl  ether  ... 

Poly(2-6)aHcyterre 
monoalcyl(C1-C8)  ether. 

glycol 

lU 

0 

iso-Propylbenzerta - - - 

Propylbenzene  (aH  Isonters) 

B 

A 

rt-Propylbenzerte  - 

Propyibenzene  (aU  isomers) 

. . . 

C 

A 

Propyl^  oxide - 

No  charrge . . . 

D 

C 

Sodfom  hydrogen  eulfide  (6%  or 
less),  Sodtom  carbonate  (3%  or 
less)  solution. 

No  chan^  . 

No  change 

No  change 

46  CFR  153,  Table  1:  Additional  re¬ 
quirement. 

Sodkjm  silicate  solution  _ _ 

No  change . . . 

0 

C 

46J:FR  153.  Table  1:  Add  to  table. 

1.2,3,5-Tetramethylbenzene _ 

TridecatK)ic  add 

Tetramefoytoenzene  (al  isomers)  ... 

No  charvia . 

C 

III 

A 

B 

46  CFR  153.  Table  1:  Type  M  to  II 
Cargo  containment  system;  addi¬ 
tiortai  requirements. 

Triethylene  glycol  butyl  ether . 

Poly(2-6)aikylene 
rTXXK>aikyl(C1-C6)  ether. 

glycol 

III 

0 

Trlmethylbenzerte  (all  isomers) _ 

No  change . . 

B 

A 

Undecanolc  add . 

No  change . . . . . 

. . . 

C 

B 

iso-Valeraidehyde . 

Valeraktohyde  (aH  isomers) 

No  diange 

No  change 

46  CFR  153,  Table  1. 

rt-Valeraldehyde  ............ _ _ _ 

Vaierakfehyde  (aU  isomers) 

0 

C 

46  CFR  153,  Table  1, 

VNeraldehyde  (iso-,  n-) . . 

Valeraldehyde  (aH  Isomers) 

. — 

Not 

applicable 

Not 

appttcabte 

46  CFR  151.  Table  151.05. 

Tbet*.  and  any  hiture  ’‘upgradet"  will  b« 
propoaed  for  induaion  in  tte  various  Coast 
Gu^  tables  and  lists  to  coindda  with  IMO*! 
publication  of  the  amendments  to  the  Codes. 


At  this  time,  the  amendments  are  scheduled 
for  implementation  on  1  July  1994. 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Coeet  Guard 
33  CFR  Part  151 
[CG092-100a] 

RIN211S-AC35 

Noxious  Liquid  Substances  Lists 

agency:  Coast  Guard,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  The  Coast  Guard  proposes  to 
amend  its  Noxious  Liquid  Substances 
(NLSs)  regulations  to  include  substances 
recently  authorized  for  carriage  by  the 
Coast  Guard  or  added  to  the 
International  Maritime  Organization’s 
(IMO)  Chemical  Codes  and  by  making 
minor  technical  and  editorial  changes 
and  corrections.  This  action  would 
update  the  current  lists  of  oil-like  and 
non-oil-like  NLSs  allowed  for  carriage. 
DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  July  8, 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  may  be  mailed  to 
Executive  Secretary,  Marine  Safety 
Council  (G-LRA/3406)  (CGD  92-lOOa), 
U.S.  Coast  Guard  Headquarters,  2100 
Second  Street  SW.,  Wa^ington,  DC 
20593-0001,  or  may  be  delivered  to 
room  3406  at  the  above  address  between 
8  a.m.  and  3  p.m.,  Monday  through 
Friday,  except  Federal  holidays.  The 
telephone  number  is  (202)  267-1477. 

The  Executive  Secretary  maintains  the 
public  docket  for  this  rulemaking. 
Comments  will  become  part  of  this 
docket  and  will  be  available  for 
inspection  or  copying  at  Room  3406, 

U.S.  Coast  Guard  Headquarters. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  Mr. 
Curtis  G.  Payne,  Hazardous  Materials 
Branch,  (202)  267-1577. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Request  for  Comments 

The  Coast  Guard  encourages 
interested  persons  to  participate  in  this 
proposed  mlemaking  oy  submitting 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments. 
Persons  submitting  comments,  should 
include  their  names  and  addresses, 
identify  this  rulemaking  (CGD  92-lOOa) 
and  the  specific  section  of  the  proposal 
to  which  each  comment  applies,  and 
give  the  reason  for  each  comment.  The 
Coast  Guard  requests  that  all  comments 
and  attachments  be  submitted  in  an 
imboimd  format  suitable  for  copying 
and  electronic  filing.  If  not  practical,  a 
second  copy  of  any  ^\md  materials  is 
requested.  Persons  wanting 
aclmowled^ent  of  receipt  of  comments 
should  endose  a  stamped,  self- 
addressed  postcard  or  envelope. 


The  Coast  Guard  will  consider  all 
comments  received  during  the  comment 
period.  The  proposal  may  be  changed  in 
view  of  the  comments. 

The  Coast  Guard  plans  no  public 
hearing.  Persons  may  request  a  public 
hearing  by  writing  to  the  Marine  Safety 
Coimcil  at  the  address  imder 
“ADDRESSES.”  The  request  should 
include  reasons  why  a  hearing  would  be 
beneficial.  If  it  determines  that  the 
opportunity  for  oral  presentations  will 
aid  this  rulemaking,  the  Coast  Guard 
will  hold  a  public  hearing  at  a  time  and 
place  annoimced  by  a  later  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  persons  involved  in 
drafting  this  document  are  Mr.  Curtis  G. 
Payne,  Project  Manager,  and  Ms.  Helen 
G.  Boutrous,  Project  Counsel,  Office  of 
Chief  Counsel. 

Related  Rulemaking 

Elsewhere  in  this  edition  of  the 
Federal  Register,  the  Coast  Guard  is 
publishing  proposed  amendments 
concerning  bulk  hazardous  materials 
tables  in  46  CFR  parts  30, 150, 151,  and 
153  (CGD  92-100). 

Background  and  Purpose 

The  Coast  Guard  is  proposing  to 
revise  its  lists  of  Category  D  NI^s  and 
Categories  C  and  D  oil-like  NLSs  by 
including  in  these  lists  new  entries 
proposed  to  be  added  to  table  30.25-1  of 
46  CFR  part  30  and  tables  1  and  2  of  46 
CFR  part  153  by  a  separate  rulemaking 
appearing  elsewhere  in  this  edition  of 
the  Federal  Register  (CGD  92-100). 

These  are  chemicals  recently 
authorized,  or  soon  to  be  authorized,  by 
Coast  Guard  regulations  or  added  to  the 
IMO’s  Chemical  Codes.  Other  chemical 
names  are  modified  or  deleted  in 
accordance  with  IMO  terminology.  This 
rulemaking  is  administrative  in  nature 
and  is  intended  to  update  Coast  Guard 
chemical  lists  in  33  CFR  part  151. 

Discussion  of  Proposed  Amendments 
The  objectives  of  this  rulemaking  are  to: 

(a)  Amend  the  NLSs  list  by  adding 
cargoes  included  in  the  IMO  Chemical 
Codes  (“International  Code  for  the 
Construction  and  Equipment  of  Ships 
Carrying  Dangerous  Chemicals  in  Bulk” 
(IBC  Code),  and  "Code  for  the 
Construction  and  Equipment  of  Ships 
Carrying  Danmrous  Chemicals  in  Bulk” 
(BCH  Code)),  but  not  yet  included  in 
Coast  Guard  regulations. 

(b)  Modify  names  for  certain 
chemicals  as  part  of  the  Coast  Guard’s 
continuing  program  of  adopting  IMO 
terminology  where  applicable,  and 


aligning  usage  throughout  Coast  Guud 
regulations.  They  are: 


Current 

Diethytene  glycol  butyl 
ether  acetate. 


Diethylene  glycol  ethyl 
ether  acetate. 


Diethylene  glycol 
methyl  ether  ace¬ 
tate. 

Dipropylene  glycol 
methyl  ether. 


Palm  kernel  oil,  fatty 
acid. 

Palm  kernel  oil,  fatty 
acid  methyl  ester. 

Propylene  glycol  ethyl 
ether. 

Propylene  glycol 
methyl  ether. 

Sodium  benzoate  so¬ 
lution. 

Triethylene  glycol 
eth]^  ether.  ■ 


Triethylene  glycol 
methyl  ether. 


Tripropylene  glycol 
methyl  ether. 


Proposed 

Poly(2-8)alkytene 

glycol 

monoalkyl(C1-C6) 
ether  acetate 
Poly(2-8)alkylene 
glycol 

monoalkyl(C1-C6) 
ether  acetate 
Poly(2-8)alkylene 
glycol 

monoalkyt(C1-C6) 
ether  acetate 
Poly(2-8)alkylene 
glycol 

nx)noalkyl(C1-C6) 

ether 

Palm  kernel  acid  oil 

P2ilm  kernel  acid  oil, 
methyl  ester 
Propylene  glycol 
monoalkyl  ether 
Propylene  glycol 
monoalk^  ether 
Sodium  benzoate  so- 
hjtion 

Poly(2-8)alkylene 

glycol 

monoalkyl(C1-C6) 

ether 

Poly(2-€)alkyiene 

glycol 

monoalkyl(C1-C6) 

2ether 

Poly(2-8)alkylene 

gi^ 

monoalkyl(C1-C6) 

ether 


(c)The  IMO  has  revised  the  Pollution 
Category  (Pol.  Cat.)  of  a  number  of 
entries.  These  changes  would  be 
reflected  in  the  tables  in  title  46  as 
proposed  elsewhere  in  today’s  Federal 
Register  (CGD  92-100).  They  are: 


Entry  Current 

Aikyl(C9-C17)  benzenes  .  D  III 

Ammonium  h^rogen 

phosphate  solution  .  [Ill]  D 

Ammonium  polyphosphate 

solution  .  OD  D 

Cyclohexanol . C  D 

Fish  solubles .  [D]  III 

N-Methyl-2-pyrroiidone .  B  D 

Myrcerre .  [B]  D 

Palm  kernel  acid  oil, 

methyl  ester .  [C]  [D] 

Potassium  oleate .  [D]  C 

Sodium  silicate  solution  ...  D  III 


In  the  list  in  §  151.47  where  a 
pollution-only  entry  has  had  its  Pol.  Cat. 
changed  from  “D”  to  a  lower  or  a  higher 


r 
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category,  it  would  be  removed  from  the 
list.  Or,  where  the  Pol.  Cat  of  a 
pollution-only  entry  is  changed  from 
another  category  to  "D”  it  would  to  be 
added  to  the  li^  Therefore,  from  the 
above,  ammonium  hydrogen  phosphate 
solution,  ammonium  polyphosphate 
solution,  cyclohexanot  N-methyl-2- 
pyrrolidone,  myrcene  and  palm  kernel 
acid  oil.  methyl  ester  would  be  added  to 
the  list,  and  fish  solubles,  potassium 
oleate  and  sodium  silicate  solution 
would  be  removed. 

Similar  action  is  proposed  for  the 
category  “D”  oil-like  list  in  §  lS1.49(b). 
Specifically,  “Alkyl(C9-Cl7)  benzenes” 
(renamed  ‘*Alkyl(C9-«-)  benzenes”  by 
another  regulatory  project)  and 
“Dodecane  (all  isomers)”  would  be 
deleted.  The  entry  “Alkyl(C9-Cl7) 
benzenes”  (under  its  new  name 
”Alkyl(C9-<-)  benzenes”)  has  been 
identified  above  as  having  its  Pol.  Cat. 
“downgraded”  from  ”D”  to  “III”.  The 
entry  “Dodecane  (all  isomers)”,  Pol.  Cat. 
“HI”  has  in  the  past  been  included  in 
the  IMO  list,  and  thus  in  the  Coast 
Guard’s  list.  This  entry  has  been 
removed  from  the  IMO  list,  by  Coast 
Guard  action  at  IMO.  and  would  be 
removed  from  §  151.49(b)  by  this 
proposed  rulemaking. 

No  similar  action  is  proposed  for  the 
category  “C”  oil-like  list  in  §  151.49(a) 
as  there  are  no  “downgrades”  to  any 
entry  in  that  list.  However,  for 
informational  purposes,  two  entries 
have  had  their  PoL  Cats  “upgraded” 
from  “C”,  and  thus  will  be  proposed  to 
be  removed  from  that  list  by  a  future 
rulemaking  project.  They  are 
diethylbenzene  (to  “A”)  and 
ethylbenzene  (to  “B”).  “Upgrades” 
represent  increased  carriage 
requirements  or  revised,  higher  Pol. 
Cat.’s  or  both. 

“Upgrades”  to  current  entries  in  the 
various  tables  in  title  46.  will  be 
incorporated  into  the  Coast  Guard's 
regulations  by  future  rulemaking 
projects.  Provisional  Pol.  Cat’s  are 
indicated  in  the  various  tables  by 
brackets  “(  )”.  These  provisional 
categories  are  assigned  where  frirther 
data  are  necessary  to  complete  the 
evaluation  of  its  pollution  hazards. 

Until  the  hazard  evaluation  is 
completed,  the  pollution  category 
assigned  is  used.  Thus,  the  Co^  Guard 
does  not  consider  a  dmnge  in  Pol.  Cat. 
from  a  provisional.  i.e..  one  having 
square  brackets  “( )”  around  it,  to  a  final 
Pol.  Cat.  as  an  “upgrade”  or 
“downgrade”.  It  is  considered  a  final 
assignment  and  takes  effect 
immediately. 

New  entries  to  the  various  tables  are 


indicated  by  a  bullet,  preceding  the 
name  and  in  boldface  type  within  the 
table  where  possible. 

Regulatory  Evaluation 

This  proposal  is  not  major  under 
Executive  Order  12291  and  not 
significant  under  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR  11040;  February  26, 
1979).  The  Coast  Guard  expects  the 
economic  impact  of  this  proposal  to  be 
so  minimal -that  a  full  Regulatory 
Evaluation  is  unnecessary.  This 
rulemaking  is  administrative  in  nature 
and  would  merely  update  NLS  lists  by 
adding  cargoes  recently  authorized  by 
the  Coast  Guard  or  added  to  the  IMO 
Chemical  Codes  and  by  making  other 
non-substantive  editorial  changes  and 
corrections. 

Small  Entities 

Under  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 
(5  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.),  the  Coast  Guard 
must  consider  whether  this  proposal,  if 
adopted,  will  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities.  “Small 
entities”  include  independently  owned 
and  operated  small  businesses  that  are 
not  dominant  in  their  field  and  that 
otherwise  qualify  as  “small  business 
concerns”  under  section  3  of  the  Small 
Business  Act  (15  U.S.C.  632). 

This  proposal  in  merely 
administrative  in  nature.  Because  it 
exp>ects  the  impact  of  this  proposal  to  be 
minimal,  the  Coast  Guard  certifies 
under  5  U.S.C.  605(b)  that  this  proposal, 
if  adopted,  will  not  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities. 

Collection  of  Information 

This  proposal  contains  no  collection 
of  information  requirements  under  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  (44  U.S.C 
3501  et  seq.). 

Federalism 

The  Coast  Guard  has  analyzed  this 
proposal  in  accordance  with  the 
principles  and  criteria  contained  in 
Executive  Order  12612  and  has 
determined  that  this  proposal  does  not 
have  sufficient  federalism  implications 
to  warrant  the  preparation  of  a 
Federalism  As^ssment.  Because  this 
rulemaking  is  administrative  in  nature 
and  would  merely  update  current  lists 
in  Coast  Guard  regulations,  there  would 
be  no  Federalism  implications. 

Environment 

The  Coast  Guard  has  considered  the 
environmental  impact  of  this  proposal 
and  concluded  that,  under  section  2.B.2 
of  Commandant  Instruction  M16475.1B, 


the  proposal  is  categorically  excluded 
from  further  environmental 
documentation.  This  rulemaking  is  an 
administrative  update  of  current  lists  to 
add  chemicals  already  approved  or  soon 
to  be  approved  under  Qmt  Guard 
regulation  or  international  law  and 
clearly  would  have  no  impact  on  the 
environment.  A  Categorical  Exclusion 
Determination  is  available  in  the  docket 
for  inspection  or  copying  where 
indicated  under  “ADDRKSES.” 

List  of  Subjects  in  33  CFR  Part  ISl 

Administrative  practice  and 
procedure.  Oil  pollution.  Penalties, 
Reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements.  Water  pollution  control. 

For  the  reasons  set  out  in  the 
preamble,  the  Coast  Guard  proposes  to 
amend  33  CFR  part  151  as  follows: 

PART  151— VESSELS  CARRYING  OIL, 
NOXIOUS  UQUID  SUBSTANCES, 
GARBAGE  AND  MUNICIPAL  OR 
COMMERCIAL  WASTE 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  151 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  33  U.S.C  1321(iKlKQ  and 
1903(b):  E.0. 1735,  3  CFR,  1971-1975  Comp., 
p.  793;  49  CFR  1.46. 

2.  Section  151.47  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows; 

§151.47  Category  O  NLSs  other  than  oU- 
lika  Category  D  NLSe  that  may  be  carried 
under  this  part 

The  following  is  a  list  of  Category  D 
NLSs  other  than  Oil-like  Category  D 
NLSs  that  the  Coast  Guard  allows  to  be 
carried: 

Acetophenone 

Acrylonitrile-Styrene  copolymer 
dispersion  in  Polyether  polyol 
-fiso-  &  cyclo-Alkane  (ClO^ll) 
■fAlkenyUCll-flamine 
-f  Alkyl(C8-«-)amine,  Alkenyl  (Cl2-f )  acid 
ester  mixture 

•f  Alkyl  dithiothiadiazoie  (OB-C24) 

■f  Alkyl  ester  copolymer  (C6-C18) 

■f  Alkyl  phenol  sulfide  (C8-C40) 

•f  Ammonium  hydrogen  pho^>hate  solutioa 
Ammonium  nitrate  solution  (45%  or  less) 
Ammonium  nitrate.  Urea  solution  (2%  or 
less  NHi) 

Amnnonium  phosphate.  Urea  soiution 
■f  Ammonium  polyphosphate  solution 
Ammonium  sulfate  solution  (20%  or  less) 
Amyl  alcohol  (iso-,  n-.  sec-,  primary) 

■f  Animal  and  Fish  oils.  nxxs.  (see  alto  Oil, 
edible) 

•fAnimal  and  Fish  acid  oils  and  distillates. 
n.o.s. 

■f  Aryl  polyolefin  (Cll-CSO) 

Brake  fluid  base  mixtures 
•sec-Butyl  acetate 
Butylene  glycol 
iso-Butyl  formate 
n-Butyl  formate 
•gamma-Butyrolactone 
Calcium  hydroxide  slurry 


indicated  by  a  plus  sign,  “-f  ”,  preceding 
the  name;  otanges  to  existing  entries  are 
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♦Calcium  long  chain  alkaryl  sulfonate 
(C11-C50) 

♦Calcium  long  chain  alkyl  phenate  (C8- 
C40) 

♦Calcium  long  chain  alkyl  phenate  sulfide 
(C8-C40) 

Caprolactam  solutions 
Choline  chloride  solution 
♦Citric  acid  (70%  or  less) 

♦Cyclohexanol 

De^ydronaphthalene 

Decane 

Decylbenzene  (n-) 

Diacetone  alcohol 
Dialkyl(ClO-Cl4)  benzenes 
DialkyI(C7-Cl3)  phthalates 
Dietbylene  glycol  butyl  ether  acetate 
Dietbylene  glycol  dibutyl  ether  _ 
•Diethylene  gpycol  ethyl  ether  acetate,  see 
POLV(>-«)sIlOrLENE  GLYCOL 
MONOALI^C1-C«)  ETHER  ACETATE 
•Dietbylene  glycol  methyl  ether  acetate. 
see  K)LY(2-«)ALKYLENE  GLYCOL 
M0N0ALKYL(C1-Ce)  ETHER  ACETATE 
♦Diethylene  glycol  phenyl  ether 
Dietbylene  glycol  phthalate 
Di-(  2-ethylhexyl)adipate 
Di-(  2*etbylhexyl  )phthalate 
l,4-Dibydro-9,10-dihydroxy  anthracene, 
disodium  salt  solution 
Diisobutyl  ketone 
Diisodecyl  phthalate 
Diisononyl  adipate 
Diisononyl  phthalate 
2,2-Dimethylpropane-l  ,3-diol 
Dinonyl  phthalate 
Dipropylene  glycol  dibenzoate 
•Dipropylene  glycol  methyl  ether,  see 
POLY(>-S)ALi^NE  GLYCOL 
MONOAU^CI-Ce)  ETHER 
Ditridecyl  phthalate 
Diundecyl  phthalate 

Dodecenylsuccinic  acid,  dipotassium  salt 
solution 
2-Ethoxyethanol 
Ethoxy  triglycol  (crude) 

E‘hyl  acetate 
Ethyl  acetoacetate 
Ethyl  butanol 

Ethylenediaminetetraacetic  acid, 
tetrasodium  salt  solution 
Ethylene  glycol 
Ethylene  ^ycol  acetate 
Ethylene  glycol  dibutyl  ether 
Ethylene  glycol  ethyl  ether 
Ethylene  glycol  isopropyl  ether 
Ethylene  glycol  methyl  butyl  ether 
Ethylene  ^ycol  methyl  ether 
Ethylene  ^ycol  methyl  ether  acetate 
Ethylene  ^ycol  phenyl  ether 
Ethylene  glycol  phenyl  ether.  Diethylene 
glycol  phenyl  ether  mixture 
2-Ethylhexanoic  acid 
Ethyl  propionate 

Ferric  bydroxyethylethylene  diamine 
tiiacetic  acid,  trisodium  salt  solution 
Fish  solubles 
Formamide 

♦Glycerine  (83%),  Dioxanedimethanol 
(17%)  mixture 

Glyoxal  solution  (40%  or  less) 

Heptanoic  acid 

Hexamethylenediamine  adipate 
Hexamethylenetetramine  solutions 
Hexanoicacid 
Hexanol 


N-(Hydroxyethyl)ethylenediamine  triacetic 
acid,  trisodium  salt  solution 
Isophorone 
Lactic  acid 

♦Latex  (ammonia  (1%  or  less)  inhibited) 
♦Long  chain  alkaryl  sulfonic  acid  (C16- 
C60) 

♦Magnesium  long  chain  alkaryl  sulfonate 
(C11-C50) 

♦Magnesium  long  chain  alkyl  phenate 
sulfide  (C8-C20) 

3-Methoxybutyl  acetate 
Methyl  acetoacetate 
♦Methyl  alcohol 
Methyl  butenol 
Methyl  butyl  ketone 
Methyl  butynol 
Methyl  isobutyl  ketone 
Methyl  tert-butyl  ether 
♦Methyl  propyl  ketone 
♦N-Methvl-2-Dvrrolidone 
♦Myrcene 

Naphthalene  sulfonic  acid-formaldehyde 
copolymer,  sodium  salt  solution 
Nonanoic  acid  (all  isomers) 

Nonanoic,  Tridecanoic  acid  mixture 

Nonyl  methacrylate 

Noxious  Liquid  Substance,  (17)  n.o.s. 

Octadecenoamide  solution 

Octanoic  acid 

Octyl  acetate 

Oil,  edible: 

Babassu 

Beechnut 

Castor 

Cocoa  butter 

Coconut 

Cod  liver 

Com 

Cottonseed 

Fish 

Groundnut 
Hazelnut 
Nutmeg  butter 
Olive 
Palm 

Palm  kernel 
Peanut 
Poppy 
Raisin  seed 
Rapeseed 
Rice  bran 
Safflower 
Salad 
Sesame 
Soya  bean 
Sunflower  seed 
Tucum 
Vegetable 
Walnut 
Oil,  misc: 

Animal,  n.o.s. 

Coconut  oil,  esteriffed 

Coconut  oil,  fetty  acid  methyl  ester 

Lanolin 

Linseed 

Neatsfoot 

Oiticica 

Palm  oil,  fatty  acid  methyl  ester 
Palm  oil,  methyl  ester 
Perilla 
Pilchard 

♦Soya  bean  (epoxidized) 

Sperm 

Tuna 

Whale 


♦Olefin/ Alkyl  ester  copolymer  (molecular 
weight  200a+) 

Oleic  acid 

♦Palm  kernel  acid  oil,  methyl  ester 
•Palm  kernel  oil,  fatty  acid  methyl  ester, 
see  PALM  KERNEL  ACID  OIL,  METHYL  ESTER 
Palm  stearin 
Pentaethylenehexamin.^ 

Pentanoic  acid 

+Poly(2-8)alkylene  glycol  monoalkyl(Cl- 
C6)  ether 

♦Poly(2-8)alkylene  glycol  monoalkyl(Cl- 
C6)  ether  acetate 

Polyalkylene  glycols,  Polyalkylene  glycol 
monoalkyl  ethers  mixtures 
+PolyaIkyl  methacrylate  (C1-C20) 
♦Polyether  (molecular  weight  20CX>+) 
Polyethylene  glycol  monoalkyl  ether 
♦Polyolefin  amide  alkeneamine  (C28^) 
♦Polyolefin  amide  alkeneamine  borate 
(C28-C250) 

'  +Polyoiefin  amide  alkeneamine  polyol 
♦Polyolefin  anhydride 
♦Polyolefin  ester  (C28-C250) 

♦Polyolefin  phenolic  amine  (C28-C250) 
♦Polyolefin  phosphorosulfide,  barium 
derivative 

Polypropylene  glycol 
Potassium  oleate 
•n-Propyl  acetate 
Propylene  glycol  monoalkyl  ether 
•Propylene  glycol  ethyl  ether,  see 
PROPYLENE  GLYCOL  MONOALKYL  ETHER 
•Propylene  glycol  methyl  ether,  see 
PROPYLENE  GLYCOL  MONOALKYL  ETHER 
♦Propylene  glycol  methyl  ether  acetate 
♦Propylene  glycol  phenyl  ether 
Sodium  acetate  solution 
•Sodium  benzoate  solution 
Sodium  carbonate  solution 
Sodium  silicate  solution 
♦Soybean  oil  (epoxidized) 
♦Sulfohydrocarbon  (C3-C88) 

Tallow 

Tallow  fatty  acid 
Tetrasodium  salt  of 

Ethylenediaminetetraacetic  acid  solution 
•Triethylene  glycol  ethyl  ether,  see  POLY(a- 
8)ALKYLENE  GLYCOL  MONOALKYL(C1-C4) 
ETHER 

•Triethylene  glycol  methyl  ether,  see 
POLY(2-e)ALKYLENE  GLYCOL 
MONOALKYL(C1-C6)  ETHER 
Triethyl  phosphate 
Trimelhylol  propane  polyelhoxylate 
•Tripropylene  glycol  methyl  ether,  see 
POLY(2-«)ALKYLENE  GLYCOL 
MONOALKYL(C1-C6)  ETHER 
Trisodium  salt  of  N-(Hydroxyethyl)- 
ethylenediamine  triacetic  acid  solution 
Urea,  Ammonium  mono-  and  di-hydrogen 
phosphate.  Potassium  chloride  solution 
Urea,  Ammonium'nitrate  solution  (2%  or 
lessNHa) 

Urea,  Ammonium  phosphate  solution 
♦Vegetable  oils,  n.o.s.  (see  also  Oil,  edible) 
♦Vegetable  acid  oils  and  distillates,  n.o.s. 
Waxes: 

Candelilla 

Camauba 

♦  denotes  newly  added  products. 

Items  with  a  bullet  (•)  or  in  BOLDFACE  are 
changes  per  CGD  92-lOOa. 
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i  151.48  [Amended] 

3.  In  §  151.49(a),  remove  the  word 
"Cylclohexane”  and  add.  in  its  place, 
the  word  "Cyclohexane”:  remove  the 
word  "2-Methyl-l-pentene”  and  add,  in 
its  place  the  words  "2-Methyl-l- 
pentene,  see  Hexene  (all  isomers)”; 

.  remove  the  words  "(all  isomers”  of  the 
entry  ‘Tentene  (all  isomers”  and  add  in 
their  place  the  words  "(all  isomers)”; 
and  remove  the  word  "Toulene”  and 
add,  in  its  place  the  word  "Toluene”. 


4.  In  §  lS1.49(a),  the  following  new 
entries  are  added  in  chemically  proper 

alphabetized  order: 

*  •  *  •  * 

Aviation  alkylates 
Cycloheptane 
Cyclopentane 
Hexane  (all  isomers) 
Isopropylcyclohexane 
Methyl  cyclohexane 
Olefin  mixtures  (C5-C7) 
iso-Propylcyclohexane 

*  •  ft  •  * 


§151.49  [Amended] 

5.  In  §  151.49(h),  remove  the  entries 
"Alkyl(C9-Cl7)  benzenes”  and 
"Dodecane  (all  isomers)”. 

Dated:  April  20, 1993. 

A.E.  Henn, 

Chief,  Office  of  Marine  Safety  Security  and 
Environmental  Protection. 

(FR  Doc.  93-11857  Filed  5-21-93;  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  COOC  4ai0-14-f 


Monday 
May  24,  1993 


Part  V 

Environmental 
Protection  Agency 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40  CFR  Part  721. 

[OPPTS-50609;  FRL-4179^] 

Significant  New  Use  Rule;  Technical 
Amertdment 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION:  Final  rule;  technical 
amendment. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  redesignates 
40  CFR  part  721,  subpart  E.  This 
redesignation  has  been  made  to  allow 
for  a  more  orderly  and  symmetrical 
development  of  regulations  under  40 
CFR  part  721.  The  new  designations 
will  allow  space  for  future  growth  as 
Significant  New  Use  Rules  are 
published. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  This  document  is 
effective  May  24, 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Susan  B.  Hazen,  Director, 

Environmental  Assistance  Division  (TS- 
799),  Office  of  Pollution  Prevention  and 
Toxics,  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  rm.  E-545,  401  M  St.,  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20460,  (202)  554-1404, 
TDD  (202)  554-0551. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Electronic 
Availability:  This  document  is  available 
as  an  electronic  file  on  The  Federal 
Bulletin  Board  at  9  a.m.  the  day  of 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register.  For 
the  convenience  of  the  reader,  EPA  has 
prepared  an  updated  version  of  40  CFR 
part  721,  subpart  E  to  accompany  this 
document  The  updated  files  are  also 
available  at  9  a.m.  the  day  of 
publication.  By  modem  dial  (202)  512- 
3187  or  call  (202)  512-1530  for  disks  or 
paper  copies.  This  file  is  available  in 
PostScript,  WordPerfect  5.1,  and  ASCII. 

There  are  no  substantive  or  language 
changes.  Because  these  are 
nonsubstantive  changes,  notice  and 
public  comment  are  not  required.  A 
redesignation  table  has  been  included 
for  the  convenience  of  the  user. 

List  of  Subjects  in  40  CFR  Part  721 

Chemicals,  Environmental  protection. 
Hazardous  substances,  Recor^eeping 
and  reporting  requirements.  Significant 
new  uses. 

Dated:  May  5, 1993. 

Susan  H.  Wayland, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator  for 
I^evention,  Pesticides  and  Toxic  Substances. 

Therefore,  40  CFR  part  721  is 
amended  as  follows: 


PART  721— [AMENDED] 


1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  721 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  15  U.S.C.  2604,  2607.  and 
2625(c). 

2.  The  following  sections  in  subpart  E, 
and  all  corresponding  references  to 
these  sections  in  40  QHl  chapter  I,  are 
redesignated  as  shown  in  the  table. 


Old  section 

New  section 

721.224 

721.225 

721.235 

721.275 

721.263 

721.530 

721.264 

721.6520 

721.266 

721.6600 

721.270 

721.520 

721.273 

721.415 

721.275 

721.6720 

721.278 

721.460 

721.285 

721.325 

721.287 

721.4620 

721.289 

721.3040 

721.290 

721.3060 

721.291 

721.9700 

721.293 

721.6180 

721.295 

721.9220 

721.296 

721.540 

721.305 

721.5820 

721.315 

721.5840 

721.350 

721.650 

721.377 

721.2920 

721.400 

721.2380 

721.425 

721.3380 

721.435 

721.750 

721.440 

721.875 

721.445 

721.950 

721.450 

721.925 

721.454 

721.550 

721.460 

721.1000 

721.462 

721.1025 

721.464 

721.1225 

721.466 

721.1350 

721.467 

721.1175 

721.490 

721.1550 

721.500 

721.1600 

721.520 

721.1150 

721.523 

721.775 

721.550 

721.1500 

721.555 

721.1450 

721.557 

721.1525 

721.564 

721.1575 

721.566 

721.4640 

721.567 

721.1675 

721.570 

721.2940 

721.575 

721.1725 

721.580 

721.1735 

721.586 

721.1765 

721.600 

721.1790 

7?1.605 

721.6900 

721.607 

721.6880 

721.609 

721.1825 

721.611 

721.1850 

721.612 

721.5960 

721.617 

721.1875 

721.648 

721.3160 

721.660 

721.1900 

721.740 

721.2000 

721.756 

721.6960 

721.759 

721.6940 

721.760 

721.4360 

Old  section 

New  section 

721.767 

721.2050 

721.783 

721.2340  - 

721.792 

721.625 

721.800 

721.3000 

721.818 

721.6980 

721.821 

721.2460 

721.850 

721.1300 

721.853 

721.2560 

721.880 

721.7020 

721.950 

721.2600 

721.953 

721.2625 

721.956 

721.6840 

721.960 

721.2650 

721.975 

721.2725 

721.976 

721.2675 

721.977 

721.490 

721.978 

721.2825 

721.979 

721.2900 

721.980 

721.2860 

721.983 

721.2880 

721.990 

721.4800 

721.1005 

721.3140 

721.1007 

721.3200 

721.1025 

721.3320 

721.1027 

721.3520 

721.1028 

721.7400 

721.1029 

721.3420 

721.1030 

721.3460 

721.1032 

721.3500 

721.1033 

721.3540 

721.1036 

721.4020 

721.1040 

721.3625 

721.1045 

721.3640 

721.1054 

721.2800 

721.1064 

721.7040 

721.1078 

721.3440 

721.1082 

721.3580 

721.1100 

721.3860 

721.1105 

721.4040 

721.1125 

721.575 

721.1130 

721.505 

721.1137 

721.5400 

721.1140 

721.4100 

721.1143 

721.6760 

721.1150 

721.4140 

721.1175 

721.4160 

721.1200 

721.4180 

721.1204 

721.4220 

721.1208 

721.4240 

721.1232 

721.4270 

721.1233 

721.4280 

721.1234 

721.4300 

721.1235 

721.4320 

721.1237 

721.4400 

721.1243 

721.4420 

721.1247 

721.9240 

721.1250 

721.4500 

721.1261 

721.4660 

721.1265 

721.4680 

721.1272 

721.4700 

721.1282 

721.9360 

721.1285 

721.4780 

721.1287 

721.4790 

721.1290 

721.7180 

721.1296 

721.4820 

721.1298 

721.4880 

721.1300 

721.4925 

721.1375 

721.2075 

721.1390 

721.7140 

721.1395 

721.700 

721.1425 

721.5860 

721.1454 

721.390 
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Old  section 

New  section 

721.1456 

721.3870 

721.1460 

721.5225 

721.1465 

721.5275 

721.1470 

721.5325 

721.1475 

721.5350 

721.1477 

721.1375 

721.1478 

721.1700 

721.1483 

721.1775 

721.1488 

721.5375 

721.1489 

721.9870 

721.1490 

721.5500 

721.1491 

721.5550 

721.1495 

721.7160 

721.1497 

721.3740 

721.1500 

721.9320 

721.1502 

721.5575 

721.1504 

721.5600 

721.1515 

721.1425 

721.1525 

721.3220 

721.1537 

721.5740 

721.1538 

721.5780 

721.1540 

7215760 

721.1541 

7215800 

721.1542 

721.5900 

721.1544 

721.5880 

721.1560 

7215020 

721.1565 

721.4200 

721.1582 

721.5980 

721.1585 

7215080 

721.1590 

721.3900 

721.1600 

721.6020 

721.1608 

721.6080 

721.1610 

721.6100 

721.1611 

721.6120 

721.1612 

721.6740 

721.1614 

721.7420 

721.1616 

721.7440 

721.1617 

721.400 

721.1619 

721.9630 

721.1620 

721.6480 

721.1622 

721.6500 

721.1624 

721.6580 

Old  section 

New  section 

721.1630 

721.6660 

721.1632 

721.6660 

721.1634 

721.6700 

721.1638 

721.6780 

721.1641 

721.7080 

721.1643 

721.7100 

721.1646 

721.7260 

721.1648 

721.7340 

721.1700 

721.7660 

721.1702 

721.7680 

721.1704 

721.7780 

721.1706 

721.7720 

721.1708 

721.7700 

721.1710 

721.7460 

721.1711 

721.7480 

721.1712 

721.7500 

721.1715 

721.7560 

721.1725 

721.7540 

721.1740 

721.7580 

721.1750 

721.8100 

721.1760 

721.7600 

721.1763 

721.7620 

721.1778 

721.7740 

721.1780 

721.7760 

721.1790 

721.8075 

721.1795 

721.7280 

721.1796 

721.8225 

721.1797 

721.7300 

721.1798 

721.7320 

721.1805 

721.8275 

721.1810 

721.8300 

721.1814 

721.8325 

721.1815 

721.8350 

721.1816 

721.8400 

721.1817 

721.8450 

721.1818 

721.8475 

721.1822 

721.8500 

721.1824 

721.8525 

721.1828 

721.8550 

721.1830 

721.8575 

721.1832 

721.8600 

721.1835 

721.8675 

Old  section 

New  section 

721.1840 

721.8750 

721.1845 

721.8775 

721.1858 

721.8700 

721.1875 

721.8825 

721.1880 

721.8850 

721.1883 

721.8875 

721.1886 

721.8900 

721.1887 

721.2750 

721.1888 

721.7220 

721.1889 

721.9460 

721.1895 

721.9500 

721.1896 

721.9530 

721.1897 

721.1625 

721.1898 

721.5425 

721.2070 

721.4060 

721.2075 

721.7360 

721.2085 

721.9260 

721.2094 

721.1925 

721.2100 

721.3560 

721.2132 

721.3840 

721.2150 

721.2275 

721.2155 

721.1800 

721.2180 

721.4340 

721.2184 

721.9675 

721.2188 

721.9780 

721.2192 

721.9720 

721.2194 

721.9760 

721.2196 

721.9800 

721.2198 

721.4840 

721.2200 

721.6000 

721.2480 

721.9900 

721.2490 

721.9920 

721.2500 

721.6440 

721.2550 

721.9930 

721.2555 

721.9940 

721.2585 

721.600 

721.6625 

721.5625 

(FR  Doc.  93-12229  Filed  S-21-93:  8:45  am] 
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INFORMATION  AND  ASSISTANCE 

CFR  PARTS  AFFECTED  DURING  MAY 

Fsderal  Register 

Index,  finding  aids  &  general  information 
Public  inspection  desk 
Ckxiections  to  published  documents 
Document  drafting  infoimatkm 
Machine  readable  documents 

Code  of  Federal  Reguletione 

Index,  finding  aids  ft  general  informatloa 
Printing  sdiedules 


Public  Laws  Update  Service  (numbers,  dates,  etc.) 
Additional  information 

Preeldendal  Dooumente 

Executive  orders  and  proclamations’ 

Public  Papers  of  the  Pmidents 

Weakly  Compilation  of  Presidential  Documents 

The  United  States  Qovemmeni  Manual 
General  information 
Other  Services 

Data  base  and  madiine  readable  specifications 
Guide  to  Record  Retention  Requirements 
Legal  staff 

Privacy  Act  Compilation 

Public  Lavrs  Up<tete  Service  (PLUS) 

TDD  for  the  hearing  impaired 


202-S23-5227 

S2»-S21S 

S23-S237 

S23-3187 

523-3447 


523-5227 

523-3419 


523-S641 

523-5230 


523-5230 

523-5230 

523-5230 


523-5230 


523-3447 

523-3187 

523-4534 

523-3187 

523-6641 

523-5229 


BJECTRONIC  BULLETIN  BOARD 

Free  Dectronte  Bulletin  Board  service  for  Public  202-275-1538, 


Law  numbers.  Federal  Register  finding  aids,  and 
a  list  of  Clinton  Administation  officii 


or27S-0920 


FEDERAL  REGISTER  PAGES  AMO  OATES,  MAY 


26489-26678.- . 

_ _ 4 

26679-26910 . 

.  .5 

26911-27196.  _ ! _ B 

27197-27442 _ 

_ 7 

27443-27650 _ 

_ 10 

27851-27920...-  .. 

_ 11 

97921-26332 

_ 12 

2833^-28490 _ 

13 

28481-28756.. 

28757-28914.. 

28915-29096.. 

29097-29326.. 

29327-29520.. 

29521-29776- 

29777-29948. 


At  the  end  of  each  rrxjnth,  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register 
pubHshee  separately  a  List  of  CFR  Sections  Affected  (LSA),  which 
lists  parts  arrd  sections  affected  by  documerds  published  skKe  the 
revision  date  of  ea^  title. 


Executive  Orders; 

January  4, 1901 
(Recked  in  part  by 

PL0  6964) _ 18212.27060 

10485 

(See  EG  12847) _ 29511 

10530 

(See  EO  12847) _ 29511 

11423  (Amended  by 
EO  12847) _ 29511 


6559  . . 

6560  _ 

6561  _ 

6562  _ 

6563  _ 

Adnilfii0lriilv9  Ofdw 
Memorandum: 

September  25, 1992 
(Sm  Memorandum 
of  May  6,  1993) 

May  6. 1993 _ 

Presidential 

Determinations: 

Na  93-20  of  May  3. 
1993 . . . 


_ 27917 

_ 27919 

_ 28915 

_ 29519 

_ 29775 


Permit  May  17, 1993 . 29513 

5CFR 

531 _ 29777 

575 _ 29777 

970 . 29758 

1201 _ 28917 

Proposed  ftulee: 

591 _ 28694 

7CFR 

2 . 26679 

58. . -26911 

80 _ .29097 

301 _ 28333,  28335,  29028 

916 _ 29099 

920 _ 28336,  28337 


_ 27774 


1011 . . 

. 27774 

1012 . 

. 27774 

1013.-, . 

. -.27774 

1030 _ 

. . -.27774 

1032- . 

. 27774 

1033 . . — 

. —..27774 

1038 _ 

_  -27774 

1040 _ 

_ 27774 

1044 

27774 

1046 . . 

. . . 27774 

1049 . — 

- . 27774 

1060 _ 

. . 27774 

1064 _ 

- . . . -.27774 

1065  _ 

_  27774 

1068 _ _  _ 

. . . 27774 

1075 _ 

. . 27774 

1078 _ 

. 27774 

1079 _ 

_ 27774 

1093 _ 

. .27774 

1094 _ 

_ —27774 

1096 . 

. —.27774 

1106— . 

. 27774 

1106  _ 

_ _ 27774 

1124 . . 

. 27774 

1126 _ 

. 27774 

1131 _ 

_ 27774 

1134 _ _ 

_ _ _ 27774 

1135— 

. 27774 

1137 _ 

_  .-27774 

113a . 

. . -.—27774 

1139 

27774 

1421 

. . 28466 

1755 _ 

_ .29327.  29336 

1924—  _ 

. . 26679 

1941 _ 

— . -.26679 

1943 . . 

. .  —.26679 

194.6 . 

_ -26679 

1965 _ 

_ 26678 

PfopoMd  RmIms 

1001 _ 

_  -.29133 

1002 

_ 29133 

1004..„  _ 

. - . -.29133 

1006 

...  .  29133 

1007 _ _ 

— . . 29133 

1011 _ _ 

. - . 29133 

1030 _ 

_ 29133 

1033 

_ 29133 

1038-  -. 

-  -29133 

1040 

_ 29133 

1044 . . 

. 29133 

1046 _ 

. 29133 

1049  .-.  - 

_ 29133 

1066 _ 

_ 29133 

1068 

. 29133 

1079 

29133 

1098 _ 

_ 291» 

1094. 

.29133 

1096 

.29133 

1097 _ 

_ 29133 

1098 

. 29131 

1066 - 

_ ^29133 
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1106 _ 

. 29133 

1108 . 

. . . 29133 

1124 . 

. 29133 

1126 . 

. .......29133 

1131 . 

. .  .  2fl1M 

1135  . 

. 2Q1M 

1138 . 

. . 29133 

1220 

9808:1 

1753 . 

. . .29363 

1755 

. 90883 

9CFR 

78 . 

.  . 28342 

94 . 

. . 28343 

97 . 

. . . 28345 

124 _ 

. 99098 

10CFR 

73 . 

. .29521 

74 . 

. : _ 29521 

PropoMd  RuIm: 

Ch.  1 . 

. . 28523 

20 . 

. . .26257,  27953 

21 . 

. ..27953 

30 . 

. 26938 

31 . 

. 27953 

34 . . 

. 27953 

35 . 

. .26938,  27953 

50 _ 

. 28523 

54 _ 

. 28523 

55 . 

. 99868 

61 . 

. 27953 

72 . 

. 90796 

170 . 

. .28801,  29454 

171  : 

98801,  99^5d 

12  era 

1 . 

. 27443 

5 . 

. 27443 

31 . 

. 27453 

208 

. 98491 

215..„ . 

. 96507,  2849? 

225 . 

. . . !.28491 

265 . 

. 26508 

329 . 

. 27921 

353 . 

. .....28772 

563 . 

. . . 28346 

620 . 

. 27922 

935. . 

. .29456,  29474 

940 . 

. ...!.29474 

PropMUd  RuIm: 

7 . . 

. 26695 

27 . 

. . 27484 

34 . 

. 26695 

231 . 

. 29149 

303 . 

. ™..26259 

325 . 

. 26701 

337 . 

. 26705 

13  era 

121 . 

. ..29346 

PropoMd 

RuIm: 

120 . 

. 99159 

14  era 

21... . 

. . . 28494 

23 _ 

. . .27060,  28494 

39 _ 

.26682,  26913,  27454, 

27456, 27457, 27651 , 27923, 

27924, 27927, 27928, 28917, 
28918, 28920, 29102, 29347 

73 - 26225,  27652,  29522 

97 - 26225,  26227, 27653, 

27654.28496,28498 
PfQpoMtf  RuIm: 

Ch.  I - - 26709. 27953 


21 . 26710 

25 . 26710 

33 . .26262,  29088 

39 . 26264,  27217,  27954, 


27955, 27957, 28525, 28526, 
28527, 28529, 28801 , 28936, 
28938, 28939, 29800, 29802 

. 26265,  26266,  26267, 

26268, 26269, 27680, 28941 , 
29370 


15  era 

799 . 

. . . 27930 

PropoMd  RuIm: 

1180 . 

. . . . 27681 

16  era 

305 . 

. 96684 

Propotod  RuIm: 

18 . 

. 29153 

305 _ 

. 26715 

17  era 

1 . 

..26229,  27458,  28500 

200 

. 98383 

201 . 

. 26383 

228 . 

..26383,  26509,  27467 

229 

. 97A87 

230 _ 

. 26509 

232 _ 

. . 26383 

239. 

. 98.509 

240 . 

..26383,  26509,  27656 

249 . 

. 26509 

270 . 

. 99695 

Proposod  RuIm: 

1 . 

. 26270,  28365 

229 . 

. . 26442,  27486 

230 _ 

. . .26442,  27486 

239 . 

. . .26442,  27486 

240 . 

..27486,  27684,  27686 

249 . 

. .26442,  27486 

18  era 

260 

.  98915 

284 . 

. 27959 

381 . 

. 96599 

PropoMd  RuIm: 

284 . 

. 27691,  27959 

19  era 

12 . 

993d8,  9<U.54 

19 . 

. ’..29349 

101 . 

. 27336 

102 . 

. 97.8.38 

113 _ 

. 29349 

144 . 

. . 99349 

PropoMd  RuIm: 

101 . 

. 28803 

122 . 

. 28803 

20  era 

PropoMd  RuIm: 

416 . 

. . . 26383 

21  era 

100 _ 

. 27932 

163 _ 

. ^..29523 

178 . 

- 26684 

184 . 

. . . 27197 

310 . 

. . . 27636 

430 _ 

..26652,  26655,  26658, 

26662,26665 

436 _ 

..26652,  26655,  26658, 

,  26665 

441. _ 

- - - 26668 

442 . . 26658 


443 

. 26665 

444 . 

. . . 26671 

450 

. 98889 

452.. _ 

. .26652,  26655 

510 . 

. 26523 

520 _ 

. 26523,  29777 

874 _ 

. . 29533 

890....... 

. . 29533 

1020 . 26386 


PropoMd  RuIm: 


1 . 

100 . . 

101 . . 

. 29716 

. 29716 

...29557,  29716 

102 . 

. 29557 

104 . . 

. 29716 

161 . 

. 29557 

189 . 

. 97959 

184 . 

27959 

352 . 

. 28194 

357 . 

. 26886 

700 . 

. 28194 

740 . 

. 28194 

1020 . 

. 26407 

1040 . 

. 97495 

24eFR 

889 . 

. 26836 

890 . 26816 


PfopoMd  RuIm: 


888 . 27062 


909 . 

. 27964 

968 . 

. 29728 

3500 . .?..... 

. 28478 

25eFR 

PropoMd  RuIm: 
518 . 

. 27967 

26eFR 

1 . ..26524,  28446,  28921, 

29028,29535 

5C . 26524 

301 . 28501 

602 . 28446 


PfopoMd  RuIm: 


1 ...'. . 

31 . 

301... . 

.27219,  27250,  27498, 
27503,29028,29560 
..28366,  28371,  28374 
. 99580 

602 . 

. 27503,  29028 

27eFR 

9 . 

. 28348,  28351 

29eFR 

402 . 

. 28304 

403 . 

. 98304 

1602. _ 

. 29536 

1926 . 

. . . 26590 

2671. _ 

. 29349 

2676. _ 

. 98509 

30  era 

401 _ 

. . 27203 

914 _ 

. 28775 

820 . 

. 28778 

PropoMd  RuIm: 

906 . 

. 27967 

913 . 

. 28804 

914 . 

. 28806 

920 . 

- 29560 

934 _ 

. . .29153, 29155 

32  era 

60 . . 

_ _ 27205 

77 . 27205 

80.. .. . 27205 

138 . 27205 

177 . A . 27205 

237 . 27205 

244 . 27205 

364  . 27205 

371 . 27205  . 

706 . 28503,  28504 

PropoMd  RuIm: 

199 . 27692 

33CFR 

89 . 27624 

100 _ 26428,  28353,  28354, 

28922, 28923, 29104 
117 . .27933,  29536 

151.. .. . 29482 

164  . 27628 

165  . 28354,  29104 

402 . 29372 

PropoMd  RuIm: 

117 . 26280,  27504 

151 . 29940 

165 . 27506,  27969,  27970, 

28942,29561,29562 
168 . 29157 

34CFR 

222 . 26524 

318 . 27440 

612 . 27140 

617 . 28504 

624  . 28504 

625  . 28504 

626  . 28504 

627  . 28504 

630  . 27144 

636 . 28504 

648.. . . 28504 

668 . 26674 

PropoMd  RuIm: 

361 . 26281,28530 

363 . 26281 

365  . 26281 

366  . 26281 

367  . 26281 

369  . 26281 

370  . 26281 

371.. . . 26281 

373  . 26281 

374  . 26281 

375  . 26281 

376  . 26281 

377  . 26281 

378  . 26281,  28448 

379  . 26281 

380  . „....26281 

381  . 26890 

385 . 26281 

386.. „ . 26281 

387  . 26281 

388  . 26281 

389  . 26281 

390  . 26281 

396 . 26281 

631  . 29157 

632  . 29157 

633  . 29157 

634  . 29157 

635  . 29157 

636  . 29373 

653  . 28530 

654  . 28538 

36CFR 

7.. .. . 28505 
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1232 . 28506 

PropoMd  RuIm: 

251 . 26940 

261 . 26940 

37  CFR 
PropoMd  RuIm: 

201 . 27251,29105 

38  CFR 

3 . 27622,  29107,  29109 

20  . 27934 

21  . 26239 

36 . 29111 

PropoMd  RuIm; 

3  . 28808 

4  . 28808 

36 . 26282 

44 . 26282 

39  CFR 

20 . 29778 

40  CFR 

9 . 27472 

52 . 27937,  27939,  28354, 

28356, 28357, 28359, 28361, 
28362, 28924, 28926, 29537, 
29783, 29787 

60 . 28780 

63 . 26916 

81  . 29783,  29787 

82  . 28660 

180 . 26687,  29118,29119, 

29549 

185  . 29119 

186  . 26687,  29119 

261 . : . 26420 

264  . 26420,  29860 

265  . 26420,  29860 

268 . 28506,  29860 

270  . 29860 

271  . 26242,  26420,  26689, 

29860 

721 . 26690,  26691,  27205, 

27206, 27207, 27940, 29946 

279 . 26420 

712 . 28511 

716 . 28511 

799., „,.., . 28517 

PropoMd  RuIm: 

Ch.  1 . 26946 

51  . 28542 

52  . 27253,  27971,  28376, 

28944 

63 . 29296 

80.. .., . 28946 


82 . 28094 

89 . 28809 

165 . 26856 

180 . 26725,  27973,  27974 

185 . 26725 

228 . 27976 

300 . 27507 

721 . 26727,  27255,  27980 

43  CFR 

PuMIe  Land  Ontore: 

5245  (Revoked  by 

PL0  6969) . 26917 

6964 . 27060 

6968  . 26251 

6969  . 26917 

6971  . 26251 

6972  . 26252 

44  CFR 

65 . 29121 

67 . 29123 

PropoMd  RuIm: 

67 . 29168 

45  CFR 

801 . ...29791 

1301 . 26918 

46  CFR 

25 . 27658 

35 . 27628 

159  . 29488 

160  . 29488 

164 . 29488 

204 . 29350 

340 . 29351 

502 . 27208 

505 . 27208 

510 . 27208 

514 . 28787 

540 . 27208 

580 . 28787 

PropoMd  RuIm: 

28 . 29502 

30 . 29890 

40 . 29890 

98 . 29890 

147 . 29890 

150. . 29890 

151 . 29890 

153 . 29890 

502 . 28379 

47  CFR 

0 . 29736 

1 . 27472 


z . . 

15 . 

.  91UKA 

22 . 

61 . 

.  29551 

68 . 

69 _ 

.  99791 

73 . 

.26252,  26524.  2^5. 

26918, 26919, 27214, 27473. 

76 . 

27944,28927,29792 

27677,  29553,  29736 

94 . 

97 . 

Proposed  RuIm: 

73 . 

.26528,  26947,  27256, 

74 . 

27699 

76 . 

80 . 

.  9Q17a 

48  CFR 

201 . 

.  29458 

206 . 

.  28458 

207 . 

.  28458 

209 . 

.  .  28458 

215 . 

217 . 

.  28458 

219 . 

222 . 

.  . 28458 

223 . 

225 . 

227 . 

.  .  28458 

228 . 

231 . 

233 . 

. 28458 

235 . 

237 . 

239 . 

. . 28458 

252 . 

. 28458 

253 . 

509 . 

2012 . 

. Pfi253 

2015 . 

2030 . 

. . 26253 

2052 . 

. . PfiPM 

Proposed  RuIm: 

509 . 

. 26948 

49  CFR 

106 . 

107 . 

108 . 

.  9969fl 

110 . 

. 29^ 

121 . 

171 . 

. 29698 

173 . 

178 . 

100 . 

571 . 

1007 . 

1011 . 

1023 . 

1033..... 

1039 _ 

1145 . 

1162 . 

1171 . 

1180 . 

. pa'VK 

PropMSd  RuIm: 

171 . 

.  979.57 

174 . 

526 . 

571 _ 

...27514,  27517,  2^7 

50  CFR 

17 . 

...27474,  27986,  28790 

32 . 

216 . 

.  99197 

222 . 

227 . 

...28790,  28793,  28795 

285 . 

601 . 

625 . 

...27214,  27215,  2^7 

638 . 

641 . 

642 . 

658 . 

661 . 

.  95099 

663 . 

672 . 

675 . 

.27216,  28522,  28799, 

678 . 

29362, 29793 

683 . 

. 269ss!  99a.5a 

Proposed  RuIm: 

17 . 

.26949,  27260.  27699. 

28381, 28543, 28849, 29176, 

226 . 

29605 

625 . 

641.. . 

. .  99805 

672 . 

. 29381,  29564 

675 . 

. 29381  i  29564 

UST  OF  PUBUC  LAWS 

Note:  No  public  bills  which 
have  become  law  were 
received  by  the  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register  for  inclusion 
in  toda/s  List  of  Public 
Laws. 
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CFRCHECKUST 


TN«  checWM,  prepared  by  9w  Office  of  the  Federal  Regictor,  is 
publahed  weeWy.  n  ie  arringed  In  the  Older  of  CFR  tWe^  stock 
numbers,  prioee.  and  revWon  dates. 

An  astsrtsk  n  pfacedse  each  entry  has  been  Issued  since  last 
week  and  <dSch  is  now  avaiafale  for  sale  at  the  Government  Printing 
Office. 

A  checkist  of  current  CFR  voksnes  comprising  a  complete  CFR  set, 
also  appears  in  the  latest  issue  of  the  LSA  (List  of  CFR  Sections  ' 
Affect^,  which  is  revised  monthly. 

The  annual  rate  for  subecriptfon  to  alt  revised  volumes  is  $775.00 
domestic.  $193.75  adcHtional  for  foreign  mailing. 

Mai  orders  to  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  Attn:  New  Orders, 
P.O.  Box  371954,  Pittsburgh,  PA  15250-7954.  Al  orders  must  be 
accompanied  by  remittance  (check,  money  order,  QPO  Deposit 
Account,  VISA,  or  Master  Card).  Charge  orders  may  be  telephoned 
to  the  QPO  Order  Desk,  Monday  through  Friday,  at  (202)  783-3238 
from  8.-00  ajn.  to  4K)0  pjn.  eastern  time,  or  FAX  your  chcuge  orders 
to  (202)  512-2233. 


TMe 

Stock  Number 

Price 

1, 2  (2  Reserved) ..... 

....  (8604)19-00001-1) . 

$1500 

Jon.  1. 1993 

3(1992Con4)lalion 
and  Parts  100  and 
101)  _ 

....(869^194)0002-0)..... 

1700 

'Jan.  1, 1993 

4 _ 

....  (869-019-00003-8) . 

550 

Jon.  1. 1993 

5  Parts: 

1-699  . . . 

....  (869-019-00004-6) _ 

21.00 

Jon.  1,1993 

700-1199  . . 

....  (869-019-OOOOM) _ 

17.00 

Jon.  1. 1993 

1200-End,  6  (6 
Reserv^ _ 

....(869-0194)0006-2) _ 

21.00 

Jon.  1, 1993 

TParte: 

0-26 _ 

(8694)194)0007-1) _ 

20.00 

Joa  1, 1993 
Jon.  1, 1993 

27-45  . 

..-(8694)19-00008-9) _ 

13.00 

46-51 _ 

(869017-000094) _ 

1800 

Jan.  1, 1992 

—  (869-019-00010-1) _ 

2800 

Jon.  1, 1993 

53-209  . 

....(869-01900011-9) _ 

2100 

Jon.  1, 1993 

210-299  _ 

(869-01900012-7) _ 

vinn 

Joa  1, 1993 

300-399  _ 

—  (869017-00013-2) _ 

1300 

Jon.  1. 1992 

400-699 _ 

—  (8694)1900014-3) _ 

1700 

Jon.  1. 1993 

700-899 _ 

-(86901900015-1) _ 

2100 

Jon.  1, 1993 

900-999 _ 

—  (869019000164)) _ 

33.00 

Jon.  1. 1993 

1000-1059 

—  (869-019-00017-8) _ 

2aoo 

Jon.  1. 1993 

1060-1119  _ 

-..  (869019-00018-6) . 

13.00 

Jon.  1, 1993 

1120-1199  _ 

(869019000194) ...... 

11.00 

Jon.  1, 1993 

1200-1499  _ 

....  (86901900020-8) _ 

27.00 

Jon.  1. 1993 

1500-1899  _ 

—  (86901900021-6) . 

1700 

Jon.  1. 1993 

1900-1939  _ 

(869019000294) ...... 

1300 

Joa  1. 1993 

•1940-1949  _ 

—  (86901900023-2) ...... 

27.00 

Jon.  1. 1993 

1950-1999  _ 

—  (869017-00024-8) . 

26.00 

Jon.  1, 1992 

2000-End _ 

.—  (869019000250) ...... 

IZOO 

Jon.  1. 1993 

8 . . . 

. (86901900026-7) _ 

2000 

Jon.  1, 1993 

9  Parts: 

1-199  . 

. (86901900027-5) . 

27.00 

Jon.  1, 1993 

200-End  . 

. (86901900028-3) ...... 

21.00 

Jon.  1, 1993 

10  Parte: 

0^ . 

. (869019000291) . . 

29.00 

Joii  1, 1993 

51-199 . 

. (86901900030-5)  . . 

21.00 

Jon.  1, 1993 

200-399  . 

. (86901900031-3) ...... 

15.00 

Jon.  1, 1993 

400-499  . . 

. (86901900032-1) _ 

2000 

Joa  1, 1993 

500-End  . 

.....  (86901900033-0) ...... 

33.00 

Jon.  1, 1993 

11  _ 

.....  (869017-00034-5) _ 

1^00 

Jon.  1, 1992 

12  Parts: 

1-199  _ 

.....  (869019-00035-6) . 

11.00 

Jon.  1, 1993 

200-219  _ 

.....  (869017-00036-1) ...... 

1300 

Jon.  1, 1992 

22D-399 

(fM04)t9^)oo37.2) 

26.00 

2100 

Jon.  1, 1993 
Joa  1, 1993 

300-499  _ 

.....  (86901900038-1) ...... 

500-599  _ 

.....  (869019000390) _ 

19.00 

Jon.  1, 1993 

600-End  _ 

.....  (8690194)0040-2) . 

2800 

Jon.  1, 1993 

13 _ 

.....  (86901900041-1) ...... 

2800 

Jon.  1, 1993 

TMe  stock  Numticr  Price  Rcoiclon  Dale 

14  Parte: 

1-59  - - (869-019-00042-9) _  29.00  Jon.  1. 1993 

60-139 . . <869-017-00043^ _  22.00  Jon.  1.  1992 

140-199  _ _ (869-019-00044-5) .  12.00  Joa  1,  1993 

200-1199 _ (869-019-00045-3) .  22.00  Jon.  1,  1993 

1200-End _ (869-019-00046-1) _  16.00  Jon.  1, 1993 

15  Psfts* 

0-299  ....’. . .  (869-019-00047-0) _  1400  Jon.  1.  1993 

300-799  _ (869-019-00048-8) _  2500  Jon.  1. 1993 

800-End _ (869^)19-00049-6) _  19.00  Jon.  1. 1993 

15  Psfts* 

0-149  ....’. . . .  (869-019-00050-0) _  7.00  Jon.  1. 1993 

150-999  _ (869-019-00051-8) _  17.00  Jon.  1, 1993 

1000-End _ (869-019-00052-6) _  24.00  Jon.  1. 1993 

17  Parte: 

1-199  - - (869-017-00054-0) _  15.00  Apr.  1,  1992 

200-239  _ (869-017-00055-8) ......  17.00  Apr.  1, 1992 

2404nd  . . (869^)17-00056-6) ......  2400  Apr.  1,  1992 

18  Parte: 

1-149  . . (869017-00057-4) .  16.00  Apr.  1,  1992 

150-279  . . .  (869-017-00058-2) .  19.00  Apr.  1,  1992 

280-399  . . (869-017-00059-1) _  14.00  Apr.  1,  1992 

4000nd  . . (869-017-00060-4) ......  9.50  Apr.  1,  1992 

15  Pflfts* 

1-199  ....’. . (869-017-00061-2) _  2800  Apr.  1, 1992 

200-End  - (869-017-00062-1) _  9.50  Apr.  1, 1992 

20  Parts: 

1-399  . . .  (869-017-00063-9) _  1600  Apr.  1, 1992 

40(M99  . . (869-017-00064-7)  ......  31.00  Apr.  1,  1992 

500-Cnd  . . . (869-017-00065-5) _  21.00  Apr.  1. 1992 

21  Parts: 

1-99 . . . (869-017-00066-3) _  13.00  Apr.  1, 1992 

100-169  . (869-017-00067-1) _  14.00  Apr.  1. 1992 

170-199  . (869-017-00068-0) .  1800  Apr.  1. 1992 

200-299  . .  (8694)17-00069-8) _  500  Apr.  1, 1992 

300499 _ (869-017-00070-1) _  29.00  Apr.  1. 1992 

50^599  . . . (869-017-00071-0) _  21.00  Apr.  1, 1992 

600-799  . . (869-017-00072-8) .  7.00  Apr.  1, 1992 

800-1299  . . . (8694)17-00073-6) _  18.00  Apr.  1, 1992 

1300-End _ (869-017-00074^ .  9.00  Apr.  1,  1992 

22  Parte: 

1- 299  . (869-017-00075-2) .  26.00  Apr.  1, 1992 

30O*)d  . (869-017-00076-1) .  19.00  Apr.  1, 1992 

23  . . . (869-017-00077-9) .  18.00  Apr.  1. 1992 

24  Pvts* 

0-199  ....’. _ (869-017-00078-7) ......  34.00  Apr.  1, 1992 

200-499  . (869-017-00079-5) _  Apr.  1, 1992 

500-699  . .  (8694)17-00080-9) _  13.00  Apr.  1, 1992 

700-1699  . .  (8694)17-00081-7) _  3400  Apr.  1,  1992 

1700-End . (869-017-00082-5) . .  13.00  Apr.  1, 1992 

25  . . (869-017-00083-3) .  25.00  Apr.  1, 1992 

26  Parte: 

§§  1.0-1-100  . (869-017-00084-1) .  1700  Apr.  1,  1992 

§§  Ul-1.169 . (869-017-00085-0) .  33.00  Apr.  1,  1992 

§§  1.170-1.300  . (869-017-00086-8) .  19.00  Apr.  1.  1992 

§§  1001-1400  . (869-017-00087-6) ......  17.00  Apr.  1, 1992 

§§  1401-1000  . (869-017-00088-4) .  38.00  Apr.  1,  1992 

§§  1001-1440  . (869-017-00089-2) ......  19.00  Apr.  1,  1992 

§§  1441-1.850  . (869-01 7-0009(W) .  19.00  Apr.  1,  1992 

§§  1.851-1.907  . (8694)17-00091-4) _  23.00  Apr.  1.  1992 

§§  1.908-1.1000  . (869-017-00092-2) .  26.00  Apr.  1,  1992 

§§1.1001-1.1400  . (869-017-0009>l) .  19.00  Apr.  1. 1992 

§§  1.1401-End . (869-017-00094-9) .  26.00  Apr.  1, 1992 

2- 29  . (869-017-00095-7) .  22.00  Apr.  1, 1992 

30-39  . (869^17-00096-5) .  15.00  Apr.  1, 1992 

4(W9  . (869-017-00097-3) .  12.00  Apr.  1, 1992 

50-299  . . (869-017-00098-1) .  15.00  Apr.  1, 1992 

300-499  . .  (8694)17-00099-0) _  20.00  Apr.  1,  1992 

500-599  . (869-0194)0101-8) _  6.00  ^  Apr.  1, 1990 

600-End  . (869-017-00101-5) .  640  Apr.  1, 1992 
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TM«  Stock  Numbar  Price  RcvWonDcic 

. (84W)17-00102-3) .  34.00  -  Apr.  1, 1992 

200-End  . (86W)19-00104-2) .  lliX)  ‘Apr.  1, 1991 

as . (869-017-00104-0) .  37.00  July  1, 1992 

29  Parte: 

0-99  . (869-017-00105-8) .  19.00  July  1, 1992 

100-499  . (869-013-00106-6) .  9J)0  July  1. 1992 

50OW . . . (869-017-00107-4) .  32.00  July  1, 1992 

900-1899  . (869-017-00108-2) .  16.00  July  1. 1992 

1900-1910  (§§1901.1  to 

1910.999)  . . (869-017-00109-1) .  29.00  July  1, 1992 

1910  (§§  1910.1000  to 

end) . (869-017-00110-4) .  1600  July  1, 1992 

1911-1925  . (869-017-00111-2) .  9.00  ‘July  1, 1989 

1926  . (869-017-00112-1) .  14.00  July  1.  1992 

1927-End . (869-017-00113-9) .  30.00  July  1, 1992 

30  Parte: 

1-199  . (869-017-00114-7) .  25.00  July  1.  1992 

200-699  . (8694)17-001 15-5) .  1900  July  1. 1992 

700-End  . (869-017-00116-3) .  25.00  July  1, 1992 

31  Parte: 

0-199  . (869-017-00117-1) .  17.00  July  1, 1992 

200-End  . (869-017-00118-0) .  25.00  July  1, 1992 

32  Parte: 

1-39.  Vol.  I .  15.00  ajuly  1,1984 

1-39,  Vd.  H .  1900  ‘July  1, 1984 

1-39,  Vd.  Ill .  18.00  ‘July  1, 1984 

1-189  . (8694)17-00119-8) .  3000  July  1, 1992 

190-399  . (869-017-00120-1) .  33.00  July  1. 1992 

400-629  . (869-017-00121-0) .  2900  July  1. 1992 

630-699  . (869-017-00122-8) .  14.00  ‘July  1, 1991 

700-799  . (8694)17-00123-6) .  20.00  July  1.  1992 

800-End  . (869-017-00124-4) .  20.00  July  1, 1992 

33  Parte: 

1-124  . (8694)17-00125-2) .  1800  July  1. 1992 

125-199  . (869-017-00126-1) .  21.00  July  1, 1992 

200-End  . (869-017-00127-9) .  23.00  July  1, 1992 

34  Parte: 

1-299  . (8694)17-00128-7) .  27.00  '  July  1, 1992 

300-399  . (869-017-00129-5) .  1900  July  1. 1992 

40O4nd  . (869-017-00130-9) .  32.00  July  1. 1992 

35  . (869-017-00131-7) .  12,00  July  1. 1992 

36  Parte: 

1-lW . (869-017-00132-5) .  15.00  July  1, 1992 

200-End  . (869-017-00133-3) .  32.00  July  1, 1992 

37  . (869-017-00134-1) .  17.00  July  1, 1992 

38  Parte: 

0-17  . (869-017-00135-0) .  28.00  Sept  1.  1992 

18-&td  . (869-017-00136-8) .  28.00  Sept.  1, 1992 

39  . (869-017-00137-6) .  16.00  July  1, 1992 

40  Parte: 

1-61  . (869-017-001354) .  31.00  July  1. 1992 

52  . (8694)17-00139-2) .  33.00  July  1, 1992 

53-60  . (869-017-00140-6) .  36.00  July  1,  1992 

61-80  . (869-017-00141-4) .  1600  July  1,  1992 

81-85  . (869-017-00142-2) .  17.00  July  1,  1992 

86-99  . (869-017-00143-1) .  3300  July  1. 1992 

100-149  . (869-017-00144-9) .  34.00  July  1,  1992 

150-189  . (869-017-00145-7) .  2100  July  1. 1992 

190-259  . (869-017-00146-5) .  1600  July  1. 1992 

260-299  . (869-017-00147-3) .  3600  July  1. 1992 

300-399  . (869-017-00148-1) .  15.00  July  1.  1992 

400424 . (8694)17-00149-0) .  2600  July  1,  1992 

425-699  . (869-017-00150-3) .  2600  July  1.  1992 

700-789  . (8694)17-00151-1) .  23.00  July  1, 1992 

7W-End  . (8694)17-00152-0) .  2500  July  1, 1992 

41  Chapters: 

1. 1-1  to  1-10 .  13,00  ‘July  1, 1984 


1, 1-1 1  to  AppendU,  2  (2  Reserved) .  13.00  ‘July  1, 1984 


TWe 

3-6 . 

Stock  HueitMr 

Price 

1400 

SjUly  ) 

7 . . 

600 

‘Aly  i  19M 

8 . 

4i6 

‘  July  i'  1984 

9 . 

..  13.o6 

‘July  1984 

10-17  . 

960 

‘July  1  1984 

18,  VoLI.  Ports  1-6 . 

..  13J)0 

‘July  l',  1984 

18,  VoLH,  Ports  6-19 . 

..  13J)0 

‘July  1, 1984 

18,  Vd.  Ill,  Ports  2(K62  .. 

..  13.00 

‘July  1, 1984 

19-100 . 

.  1300 

‘Juty  1  1984 

1-100 . . . 

(869-017-00153-8) ..... 

9.50 

July  1992 

101 . . 

(869-017-00154-6) ..... 

28.00 

July  1, 1992 

102-200  . 

(869-017-00155-4) . 

11.00 

‘July  1, 1991 

201-End  . 

(869-017-00156-2) . 

11.00 

July  1, 1992 

42  Parte: 

1-399  . 

(8694)17-00157-1) ..... 

23.00 

Oct.  1, 1992 

400-429 . 

(8694)17-00158-9) ..... 

23.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

430-End  . 

(869-017-00159-7) . 

31J)0 

Oct.  1, 1992 

43  Parte: 

1-999  . 

(8694)17-00160-1) . 

22.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

1000-3999  . 

(8694)17-00161-9) ..... 

30.00 

Oct.  1, 1992 

4flOO-End . 

(8694)17-00162-7) 

1300 

Oct  1  1992 

44 . 

(869-017-00163-5) . 

26.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

45  Parte: 

1-199  . 

(8694)17-00164-3) 

2060 

Oct.  1,  1992 

20(M99 . 

(8694)174)0165-1) ..... 

14.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

500-1199  . . 

(869-0174)0166-0) . 

30.00 

Oct.  1, 1992 

1200-End . 

(869-017-00167-8) ..... 

20.00 

Oct.  1, 1992 

46  Parte: 

1-40 . 

(8694)17-00168-6) . 

17.00 

Oct.  1, 1992 

41-69  . 

(8694)17-00169-4) . 

16.00 

Oct.  I,  1992 

70-89  . 

(869-017-00170-8) . 

8.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

90-139 . 

(869-017-00171-6J ..... 

14.00 

Oct.  1, 1992 

140-155  . 

(8694)17-00172-4) . 

12.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

156-165  . 

(869-017-00173-2)  .... 

14.00 

•Oct.  1,  1991 

166-199  . 

(869-017-00174-1)  .... 

17.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

200-499  . . 

(869-0174)0175-9) .... 

22.00 

Oct.  1, 1992 

500-End  . 

(8694)17-00176-7) .... 

14.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

47  Parte: 

0-19 . 

(8694)17-00177-5) .... 

.  22.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

20-39  . 

(869-0174)0178-3) .... 

.  22.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

40-69  . 

(869-017-00179-1)  .... 

.  12.00 

Oct.  1, 1992 

70-79  . 

(869-0174)0180-5)  .... 

.  21.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

80-End . 

(8694)17-00181-3) 

24.00 

Oct  1  1992 

48  Chapters: 

1  (Ports  1-51) . 

(869-017-00182-1) .... 

.  34.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

1  (Ports  52-99)  . 

(869-017-00183-0) .... 

.  22.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

2  (Ports  201-251) . 

(869-017-00164-8) .... 

.  15.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

2  (Ports  252-299) . 

(869-017-00185-6)  .... 

.  1260 

Oct.  1,  1992 

3-6 . 

(869-017-00166-4)  .... 

.  22.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

7-14 . 

(869-017-00187-2) .... 

.  30.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

15-28  . 

(869-017-00188-1) .... 

.  2660 

Oct.  1.  1992 

29-End  . 

(869-0174)0189-9)  .... 

.  16.00 

Oct.  1, 1992 

49  Parte: 

1-99 . 

(869-0174)0190-2)  .... 

.  22.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

100-177  . 

(869-017-00191-1) .... 

.  27.00 

Oct.  1, 1992 

178-199  . 

(869-017-00192-9)  .... 

.  19.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

200-399  . 

(869-017-00193-7) .... 

.  2760 

Oct.  1,  1992 

400-999 . 

(869-017-00194-5)  .... 

.  31.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

1000-1199  . 

(869-017-00195-3)  .... 

.  19.00 

Oct.  1. 1992 

1200-End . 

.(869-017-00196-1) .... 

.  21.00 

Oct.  1, 1992 

50  Parte: 

1-199  . 

(8694)174)01974»  .... 

..  23.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

200-599  . 

(8694)17-00198-8) .... 

..  20.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

600-End  . 

(869-0174)0199-6) .... 

..  20.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

CFR  Index  ond  Findkigs 
Aids . 

(869-019-00053-4) .... 

3660 

Jon.  1, 1993 

Complete  1993  CFR  set 

...  775.00 

1993 

Microfiche  CFR  Edition: 

Complete  set  (one-time  moling) . 

...  18860 

1990 
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TM«  ttoekHiMitar 

CompMe  set  (one-Hms  molng) - 

ConpMe  set  (one*lime  molng) - 

SubscitpWon  (moled  os  issued)  .................... 

IndMdual  copies . . — 


Prtoo 

Rovtotow  Dsteo 

lesjo 

1991 

T88J)0 

1992 

223Jn 

1993 

2X0 

1993 

'  Nccsae  1W*  3  h  on  onraxS  coniplalion,  M(  voiunw  and  ol  prtvkxit  voiunws 
Stould  be  rttakwd  01  a  pormonont  rttortnct  lotf c«. 

*lhe  My  1,  IMS  •dUion  of  32  CFR  Porte  Hft9  contoirw  a  note  only  lor 
Port!  M9  inckateo.  For  Iht  kS  text  of  Iho  Dofomo  AcquWNon  Bogukriions 
In  Ports  1-39,  consult  ttw  ttvoo  CFR  votumos  issuod  os  of  July  t,  1964,  containing 
thoMpots. 

*Tho  July  1,  1965  odtion  of  41  CFR  Choplors  1-100  contains  o  nolo  only 
fa  Choplors  1  to  49  Indutivt.  Fa  Itto  fuR  loxt  of  procwonnonl  togulaNons 
In  Choplors  I  to  49,  coniull  tho  olovon  CFR  vokjmos.lituod  os  of  July  1, 
1966  containing  Ihoso  choplors. 

*No  omondrtMnls  to  this  vokono  wao  promulgalod  during  Iho  ported  Apr. 
I,  1990  to  Ma.  31.  1993.  Tho  CFR  volumo  iMuod  AprI  1,  199a  should  bo 


*No  omondmonte  to  this  volumo  wao  promulgalod  during  Rio  portod  Apr. 
I,  1991  to  Ma.  30,  1991  Tho  CFR  volumo  Issuod  AprI  1,  1991,  should  bo 
roloinod. 

*No  omondmonte  to  Rite  volumo  woro  promulgalod  during  Rio  portod  July 
1, 1969  to  Juno  Sa  1992.  Tho  QfR  volumo  issuod  July  1,  1969,  should  bo  roloinod. 

’No  omondmonte  to  Rite  volumo  wao  promulgalod  rkiting  Rio  portod  July 
1, 1991  to  Juno  sa  1992.  Tho  CFR  vokjmo  issuod  July  1, 1991,  should  bo  roloinod. 

*No  omondmonte  to  Rite  volumo  wao  promulgalod  during  Rw  portod  Ocloba 
1, 1991  to  Soplomba  30,  1992.  Tho  CFR  volumo  issuod  Ocloba  1,  1991,  should 
borolofnod. 
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